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the texts examined which papists cite out op 
the bible, for the proof of their doctrine for 
■ Prayers in an unknown tongue. 



■ PART I. 

The common pretence of the doctors of the Church of 
Rome against nllowing to the people the use of the holy Scrip- 
tures, is their being bo extremely liable to be misunderstood, 
and to have false and corrupt senses imposed upon them. And 
indeed, whosoever impartially considera the mid and extrava- 
gant senses which they themselves impose upon sundry tests 
of Scripture, in defence of their own unscnptural doctrines, 
will be very much tempted to suspect, that their design was to 
make instances of the truth of this their pretence, and to con- 
vince the world how liable the Seriptnre ia to be abused, not 
only by the common people, but aho by men of wit and learn- 
ing, when once they are listed by their interest to serve a bad 
cause : aad to strengthen this suspicion, I know no greater 
argument, than their rain and impotent endeavour to justilj 
from Scripture this most uncharitable and imcbristian practice 
of their Church, vis. their concealing from the people their 
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public offices of prayer in a language that they do not under- 
stand : to expose the vanity of which attempt, and let the 
world see what miserable shifts the managers of it are put to, 
is the design of the ensuing papers ; in which I shall, 

I. First, Examine the more general proofs fi*om Scripture 
which they urge for it, 

II. Secondly, Consider the particular texts of Scripture by 
which they defend it. 

III. Thirdly, Produce our Scripture arguments against it. 

IV. Fourthly, Answer the objections by which they endea- 
vour to invalidate the force of these arguments. 

First, I shall examine those general proofs from Scripture 
which they urge for it. And for this matter we seek no fur- 
ther than the Catholic Scripturist, and the Touchstone of the 
Reformed Gospel, which two books are collections out of 
Bellarmine, and other Popish writers, of such Scripture proofs 
as they have pressed to serve and defend the disputed doctrines 
and practices of their Church, and the latter of which hath done 
little else than just recite the former, and this, in my opinion, 
with far less strength and advantage ; so that when we have 
answered one, we have answered both. 

Now as for the Catholic Scripturist, the most specious ar- 
guments which he urgeth in defence of their Latin service 
(and which is wholly omitted by the Touchstone) is the prac- 
tice of the Jewish Church ; which from the Babylonish cap- 
tivity to the time of Christ, had all her Scriptures ; and, as 
he tells us,* "all her public service and prayers (which was 
all taken out of the Psalms, the Law, and the Prophets) in 
that very language in which they were written, viz. in the old 
Hebrew ; that is in the language well known indeed to the 
common people of the Jews berore their transmigration into 
Babylon; but in their captivity at Babylon they lost the 
knowledge of their old Hebrew language, and consequently 
had all their Scriptures and public service read in a language 
unknown to the common people, and this for fourteen genera- 
tions. And this," saith he, " before the eyes of Christ and 

his Apostles, and they never did in the least reprehend it.'* 
Which argument, though it seem plausible enough at the first, 
I doubt not will appear, upon a more intimate inquiry, lighter 
than vanity : and therefore in answer to it, I shall briefly pro- 
pose these four things to the reader's consideration. 

* Vid Bellarm. lib. 2. de verb. Dei. cap. 15. [vol. 1. p. 64. Prag. 1721.] 



First, That long before this captivity, God himself delivered 
the Scriptures, and consequently the pubhc officoa of prayer 
contained in them, to the Jews, in their nativB and vulgar 
language ; for it is agreed on all hands, that the ancient 
Hebrew, in which God delivered to the Jews the book of the 
Law, the Psalms, and the greatest part of the Prophets, was 
hefore this captivity the vulgar language of the Ilebrew 
nation ; which is a much better argument that God would 
have the public prayers of his Church performed in a knowu 
language, than this pretended practice of the Jewish Church 
is, that it is all one to God, whether they he performed in a 
language known or unknown : for supposing it were true, that 
the couiToon people of the Jews did, under this captivity, 
forget thdr old Hebrew language, and consequently that they 
understood not their pubhc prayers, which were still continued 
in Hebrew : all this was accidental, and argues no more, than 
that God did permit the Jews to lose their original language, 
and consequently to offer up their public prayers to hun in a. 
langnase which they did not then understand. And what 
then, doth he not permit a great many things which he doth 
hy no means allow ? Notwithstanding this permission, it 
might, for anything that appears from i^ be in God's esteem, 
either a great fault in their Rabhins, that they did not translate 
their public prayers into the new vulgar, or a great fault in 
the people, that they did not take care to transmit to posterity 
their knowledge of the old Hebrew ; and perhaps it might be 
a fault in both. And doth it follow, that because God per- 
mitted them to be faulty, therefore he approved their fault ? 
The question is, whether God did approve this their prac- 
tice or no 7 And till it appears that he did, God's permission 
of it is a very fallacious proof of his approbation. For it is 
evident from the many severe animadversions our Saviour 
made upon the practices of that Chnrch, that God for a long 
time did permit a great many corruptions in it ; and for all 
that yet appears, this may be one of them, and a very great 
one tflo ; and till such time as it is proved to be no corruption, 
no argument of the lawfulness of it can he fetched from God's 
permission. Allowing therefore the matter of fact to be true, 
vis. that the Jewish Church for fourteen generations celebrated 
her pubhc services in a language that was unknown to the 
people, it is certain that for several generations the Roman 
Church had practised the same : why then may we not as well 
argue the lawfulness of it from the practice of the latter 
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Secondly, It is farther to be considered, that it doth not at 
all appear, that in this captivity the old Hebrew nas so utu- 
Ttrsally lost as is pretended, but rather the contrary : for cou- 
aidcring that throughout all this captivity, the Jews continued 
firm and stedfast to their religion, the precepts and institutions 
whereof were recorded in no other language but their old native 
Hebrew, they could not but apprehend themfielTes very highly 
concerned to preserve and continue it ; seeing without it they 
could have no access to theb sacred oracles ; which for the 
conduct of their lives and actions, they had such frequent 
occasions to consult : for, for a nation to lose or preserve a 
language, which is the aole repository of the religion to which 
they zealously and devoutly adhere, must doubtless be very far 
from a thing indifferent to them ; it being impossible for men 
that are truly zealous for their religion, not to be very tenacious 
of the language iu which its laws are contained, when they ar<- 
to be found in no other language ; and this, as our author 
grants, was the case of the Jews, when they were led csptite 
into Babylon ; whither they carried no other language with 
them but their native Hebrew : but then considering the 
strange, if not guperatitious veneration which the Jews have 
always retained for the Hebrew, it is not to be imagined that 
they would easily part with it ; for they always looked upon it 
aa the peculiar language of God, and consequently as having in 
it something more sacred than any other language in the 
world ; insomuch that they esteemed the holy Scripture itself 
to he much more holy in the origmal Hebrew, than when it 
was translated into another language, aud that the nobility of 
those sacred hooks was very much diminished when any 
change was made in their language or characters :* and is it 
likely that they, who had so high an esteem of this language, 
flhomd he remiss in their care of preserving it, especially con- 
sidering that it was the only language in which the sacred 
oracles of their religion were contained 1 This, to be sure, 
must necessarily rmder all those, who had any sense of 
reli^on, very careful and solicitous to preserve it ; and accord- 
ingly we find the Jews of all ages to be very careful in this 
matter. Thus Theodoretf tells us, "Other nations have their 
childreu speaking quickly in their own mother-tongue ; but 
there are no children of the Hebrews, who naturally speak the 
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Hebrew tongue, but the Inaguagc of the couiitry where they 
were bom. Afterwards when they grow up, they are taught 
the letters, and learn to read the holy Scripture iu the Ilebrew 
tongue." And one of their Rabbins iu Krke Avoth, tella 
ua,* "that they taught their children the ScriptureB at five 
years old ;" that is, to read the Scripture in the Hebrew 
language ; and to thia day the Jews are very careful to teach 
their children Hebrew, that so they may be capable to read 
imd understand the Scriptures ; and if now they teach them 
Hebrew, yshea it is so difBcult for them, the languages where 
they are bora and bred having no affinity with it, haw much 
more would they do it then, when it was so very easy, the 
Chaldee, which was the language of Babylon, being of all 
tongues in the world the nearest akin to the Hebrew, its letters 
being all the same with the Hebrew, and abmidance of its 
words being derived from Hebrew originals, and only differing 
from them either in their declension or forniatiou ; what tbeir 
different declensions are, the common rules of the Chaldee 
language declare ; and as for their different formations, it con- 
sists either in changing or transposing the letters of the radical 
words, or in detracting from, or adding to them, or in the 
transmutarion of the vowels ; the main of all which differences 
are reducible tc a few short and easy rules.f So that supposing 
the Chaldee to have been the vulgar language of the Hebrews ; 
yet by reason of the near alUance of those two languages, they 
might, with as much ease, have taught their children the pure 
Hebrew, as the Scots can theirs to understand pure English. 
And is it hkely that they, who are now so very careful to teach 
it to their children when it is so difficult, should then neglect 
it when it was so easy? But as for that assertion of our 
author, vis. that " in this captivity they lost the knowledge of 
their old Hebrew :" though I cannot but look upon it as a 
most absurd falsehood ; yet I confess, in him it is very pitiable, 
it being his misfortune to be imposed upon by much abler 
heads than his own ; and particularly by Bellarmine,t from 
whom be commonly borrows all his Scripture-proofs and argu- 
ments. But how far this assertion is from auy probable show 
of truth, will, I doubt not, sufficiently appear upon a close 
inquiry into the matter : for considering the duration of thia 

• P.>rek. 1. 
I t Vid. Buxtorf. obsemt. Commim. Leiic- ClMldnie. prefixse. 
• i De Verb. Dei. lib. 2. cap. 4. [ut aapra, p. 41. col. 1.] , 



captivity, it is lutrilly conceivable how in such a sliort space of 
time they should lose the knowledge of their native liebrew 
(though they had iudustriouHly endeavoured it), for a native 
language ia not soon worn out, but must pass into disuse by 
Blow and insensible degrees : for gome considerable time to be 
sure the generality of the people must continue to apeak it, 
because as yet they can speak no other; and after ihcy have 
been a little initiated into a new language, they will, for a long 
time, be apt, where they know they are understood, to be 
speaking their old, that being as yet much more natural and 
easy to them, and so it must be a considerable time before 
they can be supposed to forget it. Thus when the Jews were 
led captive into Babylon, they carried thither no other language 
with them, but only their own native Hebrew ; and therefore 
some time after they must necessarily speak it, or live in a 
state of perpetual silence ; and after they had got some sraal- 
teriug of the Chaldee, to be sure they espressed themselves in 
it with a great deal of difficulty ; and therefore there is no 
doubt, but among themselves and in their families, they rather 
chose to converse in their native Hebrew, this being as yet far 
more familiar to them than the Chaldee ; and by rommonly 
speaking Hebrew in their families, they could not but propa- 
gate the knowledge of it to their children. Now this captivity 
continuing but seventy years at moat, it is probable that a 
great many of the first generation survived it ; and how is it 
imaginable that they should forget the Hebrew, which was 
their native language, and in which, having yet no other lan- 
guage, they were forced to converse for several of those seventy 
years ? By reason of which, the next generation, which made 
up a great part of those who returned from this captivity, must 
also be supposed to have imbibed the Hebrew from their 
parents ; many of whom, to be sure, especially of the ruder 
sort, had for several years no other langimge to converse in : 
BO that su^josing them to have been indifferently affected to 
their new Chaldee and their old Hebrew language ; yet must 
their seventy years captivity be elapsed, before they could be 
80 wholly accustomed to the one, as quite to forget the other. 
And this will yet more evidently appear, if we consider that 
this very same people continued captive in Egypt for the space 
of 200 years ; and yet in all this long tract of time they lost 
not their native Hebrew, but, as all agree, brought it back 
along vrith them into the laud of Canaan. And is it not very 
Btrn;ige, that they who preserved il in one captivity of 20(1 




^TINKNOWN TONGUE. 



jnty, when 

latter, that l| 



years duration, ahoultl quite lose it in another of eeventy, 
they had all the advantitges of preserving it in the latter, that 
they had in the former ? There is no douht hut in both they 
intermingled their Hebrew with some words and phiases of 
the respective languages of those countriea ; and that they did 
80 is notorious of this later captivity in Babylon, from whence 
they brought several Chaldee words, of which there are sundry 
instances in the New Testament, such as Bethesda, Golgotlui, 
Akeldama, &c. which yet are said 'Effpaimi Xiyfa^ai, " to be ao 
called in the Hebrew tongue," because by common nse they 
were adopted into the Hebrew, evenaa "debauch," "intrigue, 
" embarrassment," &c. are now adopted into the Enghsh ; but 
yet the deriving these foreign words into them, render neither 
the one nor the other a new language ; still the former con- 
tinued Hebrew, as the latter continues English. And though 
perhaps every ordinary Jew understood not those Chaldee 
words, any more than every ordinary Englishman these Freneb 
words i yet still the one understood Hebrew, as well as the 
other understands English, But that the Jews retained 
their knowledge of the ancient Hebrew under and a long 
while ftfler this captivity, is evident not only from the reitgon of 
the thing, but from much better authority than can be pre- 
tended for the contrary : for the main authority which the 
contrary opinion depends on is that of the Jewish doctors, 
many of whom understood very little of their own antiquities ; 
and though in those collections of their writings from whence 
these authorities are cited, it cannot be denied but that there 
are some things truly ancient, yet even these are so notoriously 
sophisticated with the inventions of their modem Rabbins, 
that there is hardly any reljring upon them for the truth of 
matters of fact ; and yet Barradius* quotes one Rabbi Simon, 
who affirms that " uullo tempore nee scribcndi nee lo({uendi 
modus mutatus est ; that there never was any time wherein 
the manner of either writing or speaking Hebrew was altered." 
Which, if true, was a plain argument, that in all those tunes 
the Jews had never disused themselves from speaking it ; and 
if what Durandusf saith were true, uiz. that " the Jews that 
were christened had their service in the Hebrew tongue," it is 
certain that in that time the Hebrew was the vulgar language 
_ of the Jews ; and that it was so even in St. Jerome's time, at 

arradius, lib. 5. cap. 24. [vol, 1. p. 263. col. 2. 1742.] 
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least of a great many of the Palestine Jews^ is evident fk>m 
that passage of his ahout Paula's funeral,* ''Tota ad funus 
ejus Palsestinarum urhium turba convenit Hebrseo, Grseco, 
Latino, Syroque sermone, psalmi in ordine personabant," i. e, 
''The whole multitudes of the cities of Palestine met at 
Paula's funeral, and sang Psalms in order, in the Hebrew, 
Greek, Latin, and Syrian tongues." So that it seems in those 
days the Hebrew was as much the common language of some 
cities in Palestine, asliie Greek, and Latin, and Syriac, was of 
others. And St. Ambrose speaking of the Jewish converts, 
hath this passage :f '' Hi ex Hebrseis erant, qui ahquando 
Syria lingua, plerumque Hebrsea, in tractatibus et oblationibus 
utebantur ;" t. e. " These were Jews, who in their sermons 
and oblations used sometimes the Syrian, but most conmionly 
the Hebrew language." From whence it is evident, that 
Hebrew was then more common among them than the Syriac. 
Against all this, it is objected by Bellarmine and our author, 
that when the Jews returned from this captivity into their 
own country, Esdras " was forced by himself and others, to 
make the law be interpreted to them," Nehem. viii. 13. From 
whence they infef, that the Jews did not then understand the 
Hebrew tongue, in which the law was read to them. But 
what if by interpreting, we understand not construing the 
words, but explaining the sense of the law ? Why truly then 
this doughty argument vanishes infumo. But that so it is, is 
evident from ver. 8, where it is said, that " they read in the 
book of the law of God distinctly, and gave the sense, and 
caused them to understand the reading," or meaning of what 
they read. But still our author, from Bellarmine his oracle, 
objects, " that when our Saviour upon the cross, did in the 
old Hebrew of the Psalm say, as it was first written, Eli, Eli, 
lama sabachthani, St. Matthew, who did write his Gospel in that 
new kind of Hebrew the Syriac, which was vulgarly spoken by 
the Jews in those days, is forced to interpret these words, say- 
ing, which is being interpreted. My God, my God, why hast 
thou forsaken mei For which reason also he interpreted 
several other Hebrew words, which is a manifest sign that they 
could not be understood by the Jews, in whose language he 
did write, without interpretation." But now suppose, in the 
first place, that these words of our Saviour upon the cross 

* Hieron. in Epitaph. Paul. [vol. 1. p. 717. Veron. 1734.] 
t In 1 Cor. 14. [vol. 2. Append, p. 157. Par. 1690.J 
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were Syriac, and not the old Hebrew, as our author from 
Bellarmioe will needs have them ; why then it will very iin- 
Inckily follow, that the Jews understood not Syriac, which yet 
both he and Bellarmine will needs have to be their vulgar 
language in our Saviour's time. For what need had St. 
Matthew to interpret Syriac words to the Jews, if at that time 
their vulgar language was Syriac? But if instead of "El' 
Eli," as it is in St. Matthew, the words of our Saviour wei 
" Eloi, Eloi," as St. Mark reports them, the whole aentence 
Syriac ; and seeing the latter part is so, I should think it moi 
reasonable to conclude the former so too, than to make our 
Saviour speak two different languages in so short a sentence. 
But suppose that for once we should be so civil as to allow the 
whole to be Hebrew; yet St. Matthew's interpreting it doth 
by no means infer that the Jews of that age did not understand 
Hebrew : for what if St. Matthew wrote his Gospel in Greek, 
and not in Syriac, aa oui author affirms ? Why truly then he is 
utterly undone agfun ; tor then all that can be inferred from 
St. Matthew's interpreting those Hebrew words, is, that all 
that understood Greek did not understand Hebrew ; or at 
most, that there were some of the Heleniatical Jews that lived 
abroad in Gentile countries, who since the translation of their 
Scriptures into Greek (which was then the most universal 
language in the world) had quite forgot the Hebrew, and that 
for their sakes it was that St. Matthew interpreted those 
Hebrew words of oor Saviour ; either of which wo may safely 
grant, without the least damage to our cause, or advantage to 
our adversaries. Now that St. Matthew did write his Gospel 
in Greek is the current opinion of a great maay learned men, 
both in his Church and ours ; which opinion of theirs if 
founded upon such ailments as, I am apt to think, will 
puzzle much wiser heads than his to answer : for upon the 
rise of the Grecian Empire, the Greek langn^e was so fiir 
diffused through aU the Eastern countries, that it became 
almost their universal mother-language, and particularly in 
Judea, where by their own Rahbios it is styled the mother- 
language,"^ it being, in aU probability, the language which 
they ordinarily spoke when they conversed either with their 
brethren the Helenists, or with ^foreigners, even aa Linffua 
Franca ia now ordinarily spoken by the natives all along the 
Straits, in the converse with foreigners, though it be not their 

• Vid. Lightfoot, vol. 2, p. 103. 
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native langu^e ; and from Pilate's writing the title 

of Christ upon his cross, in those three languBKes, 
Hebrew, Greek, and Latin, it seems very prohable that toey 
all three very commonly understood by many, if not most 
of the Jews ; for St. John tells us that " many of them read 
it, and it was written in Hebrew, Greek, and Latin :" and 
therefore if they read it as it was written, they read it in all 
those tanguagea, and consequeatly understood them all ; for 
as for the Greek, Cicero tells us, " that it was understood 
almost among all nations."* And St, Jerome, speaking of 
the Galatians, tells us, " B:ccepto sermone Gneco, quo omuia 
oriens loquitur, propriam linguam, eandem habere quam Tre- 
viros ;"■(■ i. e. " that besides the Greek tongue, which all the 
East spoke, they had their own proper language, which was 
the very same with that that was spoken at Trevers." And 
as the Jews commonly spoke and understood the Greek, so 
they preferred it before all other languages in the world but 
the Hebrew, styling it " the fairest of the tongues which 
belong to the sons of Japhet," and afEnning that "the law 
could not be translated according to what was needful for it 
into any other language but Greek, "J Seeing therefore the 
Greek was so universally understood, and so highly celebrated 
by the Jews of that age, it is highly probable that St. Slatthew, 
wno wrote his Gospel purely for the Jews, chose rather to 
write it in this language than in any other, this being most 
universally understood by them, it being the mother-language 
of the Heleuistical Jews, and a language which a great part of 
the Hebrew Jews understood and could speak upon occasion ; 
besides which, in most of those places which St. Matthew cites 
Qut of the Old Testament, he follows the Greek translation of 
the LXX, and not the original Hebrew ; which in all proba- 
hdity he would not have done, had he written in Hebrew, the 
latter being of mucli more authority among the Jews than the 
former ; upon which account, it would doubtless have been 
more advisable for him, had he written m Hebrew, to transcribe 
the Hebrew text, than to translate the Greek text into Hebrew. 
Upon these and some other reasons, a great many learned men 
are of opinion that St. Matthew wrote his Gospel in Greek ; 
and if this be true, then all the sputter that Bellarmine makes 

* Cicero pro Archia. 

t In PraoEiD. 3, Uh. Comment. Eyist. ad Galot. [ut tujim, vol. 7. |J. 
130.] J Lightfoot, Till. 1. II. 103. 



about his translating; Hebrew vorda amovmts to no more tliftn 
this, that the Helcnistical Jews, a great part of them at least, 
and Geutile Greeks, did not understand Hebrew ; and this, if 
it be worth their acceptance, we readily grant, and much good 
may it do them, provided always that the Hebrew Jews, who 
had their ScriptureB in Hebrew, may be allowed to understand 
Hebrew ; as there is no doubt but the Helenistical Jews did 
Greek, who had their Scriptures in Greek ; for then both of 
them must have had their service in a known tongue. 

Thirdly, Supposing that after this captivity the Jews did not 
understand Hebrew, yet the reason why they translated not 
their Scriptures, wherein their public service was contained, 
into their new vulgar, was peculiar to themselves, and snch as 
is by no means justifiable upon Christian principles. There 
was a superstitious opinion, of very ancient date, received 
among the divines of all rehgions, that some languages were 
in themselves more sacred than others; and hence it was, that 
ia their religion they retained certain names, which they called 
'Aarjfia dvo/iaTo, i.e. names without signification, such as 
Mew, Threw, Mor, Phor, Jax, Asaph, Threux, Zook, and the 
like i which being borrowed from those sacred languages, they 
thought unlawful to translate, and so at last lost the significa- 
tion of them. And Jambhchus, in answer to that question. 
Why, among the significant divine names they preferred these 
barbarous ones before their own, tells us,"E(m Si koJ tovtov 
fiuoTiKOS \oyot, liinrl Kai Tur irpuv t&yuiv, AoTrep Alyvmiuii' ri 
val Affffupi'iuc, ol -&to! T^v Sk^v Sia\t.icroy Upovpeir^ KarcSn^ay. 
Ota ruuTO eo! rac KatyaXoytag oi6[tt.6a Stlv rpr avyyevci 
jrpoE Touc Qtais Xijfi irpoiT^peii',* i.e. "The reason of which 
matter is mystical, viz. became the gods do esteem the lan- 
guages of the sacred nations, such as the Egyptians and 
Assyrians, to be wholly sacred; and therefore we conceive 
that our discourses with the gods ought, as much as may be, 
to be performed in these sacred languages, which are so near 
akin to them," Where under the Assyrians he includes Jews, 
who had such an. high opinion of the sacredness of their own 
above all other languages, that, as our learned Lightfoot 
ohserveSjf it is disputed by them, whether it be lawful to 
snatch the holy books out of the fire ou the Sabbath-day, 
when it cannot be done without some labour ; and it is con- 
cluded, without all scruple, that if they be wrote ui Hebrew, 



* DeMyat. Soot. 7. cap. 4. 
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they ought to he snatched out ; hut if in any other hinguage 
or character^ it is douhted : and Rabhi Jose affirms they are 
not to be snatched out, nor would they tolerate, as he there 
observes, the version of the book of Job in the Chaldee lan- 
guage, much less the version of the Law and the Prophets 
into any more remote and heathen lan^age. This therefore 
was one reason why they were so shy of translating their Scrip- 
tures into any other language, because they looked upon all 
other language as too profane to express their sacred oracles. 
As for the Hebrew, they tell us that it is Lingua divinitus 
creata, et omnium perfectissima, et rebus ipsis convenientis' 
sima; and that Angeli majorem e;us rationem habent quam 
aliarum,* that it is a language of God's creating, and of 
all others the most perfect, and agreeable to the nature of 
things ; that the angels themselves have a higher venera- 
tion for it than for any other ; and upon this superstitious 
apprehension, they looked upon it as a kind of profanation of 
the holy books to translate them into any other language : 
which is such a reason as cannot, with any modesty, be pre- 
tended by the Romanists against our transkting the Scripture 
into vulgar languages, and much less against having our 
public prayers m a known tongue ; for sure they will not 
pretend, either that their Latin is a more sacred language than 
another, or that their prayers, which are for the most part of 
human composure, are too sacred to be expressed in vulgar 
languages. 

But then the other and main reason why the Jews were so 
averse to the translating their Scriptures out of Hebrew, was, 
that they looked upon the Scripture as their own proper 
treasure ; by being possessed of which, they thought them- 
selves advanced to a higher pitch of glory than any other 
nation, and therefore they could not endure to think of com- 
municating it to the heathen, whom they despised and abomi- 
nated ; they looked upon it as a high profanation of the 
sacred mysteries, to expose them to the view of the Gentile 
world, and to cast such precious pearls before such imclean 
swine, as they esteemed all nations but their own. And there- 
fore when they were forced against their wills, by Ptolemy 
Philadelphus, to translate their Scriptures into Greek, that 
day they accounted as bitter unto Israel as the day wherein 
the golden calf was made, and for a long while after they kept 

* Lib, Cofri. p. 4. 
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an annuft] fast to bewail that work of the translation ; and ia 
the translation itaelf they used an impricked Bihle, in which 
the words being written without Towela, they might the better 
distort them divers ways, and into different senses {rata the 
original ; and if they were questioned, might point them so aa 
to make them agree with their false translation ; by which 
means they uidustriously concealed a great deal of the true 
sense of their Scriptures from the Gentiles. But how unjus- 
tifiable soever this reason might he in the Jews (who were the 
pecuhar people of God, inclosed hy the laws of their religion 
from all sacred communication with any other nations, and 
with whom the Gentile world was legally unclean), to he sure 
now the middle wall of partition is broken down, and the Gen- 
tiles received into free participation of all the privileges of the 
Church of God, no Christian Church or people can pretend to 
it ; and unless the learned part of the Church of Some, who 
understand Latm, can advance the same pretence that the Jews 
did, viz, that they are the peculiar people of God, and that all 
illiterate Christians are to be looked upon and treated as un- 
clean heathens, and strangers and aliens to the commonwealth 
of their Israel, it will doubtless be high!^ impious, as well aa 
uncharitable, for them to pretend to act upon tliis Jewish 
reason. Seeing therefore the Jews, in not translating their 
Scriptnres, acted upon anch reasons as no Christian people 
can pretend to, their example can be no warrant for any 
Christian Church to follow them ; for it is the reason of 
human actions that either justifies or condemns them ; and 
therefore, though we should suppose these Jewish reasons to 
be just and good in their state and circumstances, yet this can 
be no warrant for any Christian Church to act upon them, 
unless its state and circnmstances were the same : hut if the 
state of all Christian Churches be in both these respects 
directly contrary to that of the Jewish; that is, if all their 
languages are equally holy, and all the people that speak them 
are equally entitled to the privileges of the Church of God, 
then the same reasons that obliged the Jewish Church to do 
as they did, oblige all Christian Churches to do the contraiy ; 
and consequently, the same reasons which ohhged the Jewish 
Church not to translate her Scriptures and divine offices out of 
Hebrew^ into other languages, do equally oblige the Roman 
Church to translate her Scriptures and divine oflicea out of 
Latin, into the vulgar languages of all other Churches in 
11 with her : and thus then- mighty argument recoils 
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upon themselves, which ia all that men usually get by cndea- 
Touriug to colour their foul practices with false pretcDces. 

Fourthly and lastly, That supposing that after this captivitp' 
the Jews did not understand the Hebrew ; yet, whenexer their 
Scriptures and dirine offices were read to them in Hebrew, 
they had them always interpreted to them into their 
vulgar languages. After the Hebrew ceased to be the vulgar 
language of the Hebrew Jews, which in all probability was 
long after the days of our Saviour and his Apostles, they still 
contiuued in their synagogues to read the Scripture to the 
people in the original Hebrew ; the understanding as well aa 
epeakiug of which being in process of time in a great measure 
lost among the vulgar, they appointed in all their synagogues an 
interpreter, who being skilled in the tongues, was to stand by 
him that read the law, and to render, verse by verse, what was 
read out of the Hebrew into the mother-tongue ; concerning 
which interpretation there were sundry and accurate canons 
made by their doctors ; as particularly this, " He that reads 
in the law, let htm not read at one time more than one verse to 
the interpreter," for which they give this reason, " lest the 
interpreter mistake^ By which practice of theirs it is evident, 
that though for the above-named reasons they were very averse 
to the translating their Scriptures out of the Hebrew, yet they 
looked upon it as absolutely necessary in their pubhc worship 
for the people to bear them in their mother-tongue, that eo 
they might both understand God's will from his own word, 
anci be able to join with understanding in those Scripture- 
prayers and thanksgivings of which their public worship did 
consist. Which practice of theirs effectually condemns the 
practice of the Church of Rome, which never takes any care to 
interpret her Latin prayers to the people, though the far 
greatest part of them understand Latin no more than the 
Jewish vulgar in those days did Hebrew ; and therefore it is 
very impertinent in the Roman doctors to urge this example of 
the Jews in the vindication of their Latin service ; for if the 
example were good, they are ohhged to follow it in one part as 
well as another 1 norwiUitat all justify them, that the Jews as 
well as they read their public prayers to the people in an un- 
known tongue, unless they, as well as the Jews, interpret their 
prayers to the people iu their mother-tongue, which I doubt 
would be a task too big for the skill of many a mass-priest ; 
among sundry of whom, if I am not misinformed by their own 
authors, Latin is a very scarce commodity, insomuch that the 



priest understands do more what he reads than the people 
what they hear, and so " the bhiidlead the hhnd I" God avert 
the consequence. 

And now by this time I think I may presume upon it that 
1 have given a full and satisfactory answer to this so much 
celebrated argument of our authors ; upon which I have the 
longer insisted because I find it so often repeated by their 
writers, and so httle taken notice of by ours. And if after 
they have given us ao many dishes of their twice twenty times 
boiled coleworts, there be any remaining reason to expect from 
them a modester usage for the future, I would very fain hope, 
that before they repeat tMs argument again, they will thmk 
tbemselvea obliged to return some fair reply to this answer. 

11. I now proceed, in the second place, to consider parti- 
cularly those texts of Scripture which they ui^e in defence irf 
their Latin service. And the only texts insisted on, either by 
the Cathohc Scripturist, or Touchstone, after the moat diligent 
inquiry they could make among their own authors, are Levit. 
svi. 1 7, and Luke i. H. In the first of which it is said, " Let 
no man be in the tabernacle when the high-priest goeth in to 
make an atonement in the holy place, Talube come out asd 
hath made an atonement for himself an3 for his household, 
and for all the congregation of Israel." In the second we are 
told, that while Zachari-ns " executed the priest's office before 
God, his lot being to bum incense when he went into the 
temple of the Lord, the whole multitude of the people were 
praying without at the time of incense." But what consequence, 
I beseech you, can be drawn from hence to justify the use of ' 
public prayers in an unknown tongue? "Why," saith the 
Scripturist, " see you not here pubbc prayers made expressly 
for the whole assembly ; and yet none of the assembly per- 
mitted to hear or see what there was done by the priest to God 
for them, even then when the priest made an atonement for 
himself, his household, and all the congregation of Israel !'* 
And then saith the Touchstone, "All the people were without, 
and the priest within; how then did they understand him I 
therefore the pabUc service of the Church may be said as all 
the people understand it not." But what most wretched cou- 
aequence this is, will, I doubt not, sufficiently appear upon 
these following considerations, 

I. That it doth not appear that in the performance of this 
sacred office there was any vocal prayer used, either by the 
high priests on the great day of e.-ipiation, or by the priest in 
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the morning and evening incense. Tlie Scripturist, by falsi- 
fjingthe words of Levit. xti. 17, would fain insinuate that the 
high priest, when he went into the holy of holies, ofTered up 
some public tocsI prayer there for the people ; for instead of 
" Let no man go into the tabernacle of the congregation when 
the high priest goeth in to make atonement in the holy place," 
he reads, " When the high priest goeth in to pray for himself 
and his house," &c. From whence he infers, " See you not 
here public prayer made expressly for the whole assembly ?" &c. 
Whereas in reality there was no iiublic prayer made either by 
him or by the priest during the celebration of these sacred riles ; 
all that the high priest did during liis abode in the holy of 
holies (into which he entered with a censer of coals in one 
hand, and a dish of incense in the other), was ofiering the in- 
cense, and sprinkling the blood of the sacrifices. When he 
offered the incense he entered in with a censer of coals in one 
hand, and a dish of incense in the other, with which he went 
up to the ark ; and there having set down his coals, he emptied 
the incense into his hands and laid it on the coals ; and 
having staid there till the room was full of smoke, he returned 
backwards from witUn the vail with his face still towards the 
ark. But all this while we do not hud that ever he spoke one 

2 liable; itistrue when he was come out of the holy of holies, 
e Hebrew doctors tell us, he made a short prayer ; but this 
he pronounced so audibly that the people heard him, and were 
thereby satisfied that hewasnot dead in the temple ;* and then 
when he went in again with the blood of the sacrifice, all that he 
did was to sprinkle it eight times, once upwards, and seven 
times downwards, between the bars of the ark, and so he re- 
turned as before, without ofTering up one syllable of public 
prayers. It is true, at the killing the sacrifices, both for him- 
self and for the people, he made a public confession, both of 
his own and the people's sins ; but this he performed in their 
presence and hearing. And in the close of the solemnity, he 
offered up eight several prayers ; but this he also performed 
before the whole congregation. So that all the public prayers 
he ofTered were made in the sight and hearing of the people, 
that so they might all join with him, which is a much better 
argument that all public prayers ought to be performed in the 
sight and hearing of the people, and neither muttered in a low 
voice so that the people cannot hear them, nor pronounced in 
an unknown tongue, so as that they were as good not hear 

■ Vid. Maiinon. join. HBlapparim, c. 4. sect. 1 . 
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them ; then the high priest's retiring from the sight of the 
people in the performmice of those sacred rites is, that the 
public prayerB may be lawfully so performed as that the people 
camiot understaiiil them, which indeed is no argument at all, 
seeing in the performance of these sacred rites no public prayers 

And then as for the priest's offering the daily incenac, the 
manner of it was thus, as the Hebrew doctors inform us. After 
the aahea were gathered from off the altar by one priest into a 
golden vessel, another brought a vessel full of incense, and a 
third a censer with fire, and put coals upon the altar ; upon 
which these three bowed themselves and went out j and then a 
fourth, whose office it was to burn the incense, upon warning 
given by the president, strewed it on the fire ; at which all the 
people withdrew out of the temple from between the porch and 
the altar, and fell to their prayers ; and then when the priest 
had burnt the incense, he bowed himself and went his way.* 
In all which account there is not the least syllable of any public 
prayer that was offered by him. It is true, bis offering the 
incense was a symbuhcal prayer, signifying his offering up the 
prayers of the people by way of intercession ; but this, as I 
shall shew by and hy, was peculiar to his office ; and the people 
having no part in it, it was no way necessary they should be 
present at it ; but if they had had their part in it, they could 
as easily join with him when they saw him not as if they had 
seen him ; for they knew as well what he was doing as if they 
had been present with him ; they certainly knew that when 
the president gave the signal, "Sir, offer," he immediately . 
Btrewed the incense on the coals, and therewithal offered up 
their prayers unto God. For sure a common symbol of every 
day's use is much more easy to be understood by ilhterate 
people than a Lathi prayer ; the action spoke as plaio to tbem, 
and was as well understood by them as their mother-tongue ; 
they saw their priests carry the coals and incense into the holy 
place, and they knew it was in order to offering it up to God 
for them ; they heard the president command the priest to 
offer, and thereupon did as certainly know that he offered it, 
as if they had seen him do it. So that their not see- 
ing him do it, did not at all obscure the meanhig of that 
sacred rite from them, as an unknown tongue must neces- 
sarily do the meaning of the prayers expressed in it ; 

* Vid. HaimOD, of the Daily Siniee, cip, 3. 
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and therefore unless it can be proved that it is as 
for our people to understand Latia prayers as it was for 
Jews to know that their priest was offering incense, and what 
he intended by it, though they saw him not, it will be a mighty 
wide arguiug from the one to the other, though we should 
suppose the Jews to be as much obliged to Join with their 
pnesta in that symbolical prayer aa we are with ours in our 
vocal prayers. The Jews did not sec their priest when he 
offered the incense, but yet very well understood what be was 
doing ; therefore we who see our priest when he offers our 

Srayers, need not understand what he iirays for. Or thus, the 
ewa saw not this symbolical prayer of their priest, which yet 
they understood as well as if they saw it ; therefore our vocal 
prayers may be lawfully read to us by our priests in an unknown 
tongue, which we do not understand at all, A wonderful wise 
couxequence this, and such as very well becomes such li^cians 
as think themselves hound to say something, even when they 
can say nothing to the purpose. 

2udly, That the symbolical prayer expressed by this sacred 
action of the priest was peculiar to himself, and the people had 
no part in it ; for it is agreed among all Christians that both 
the high priests and priests in these sacred performanceH were 
types and figures of Jesus Ohrist, and that particularly in their 
offering the incense they did pre6gure his intercession for us ; 
wherein he offers up our prayers to his Father, perfumed and 
hallowed by his meritorious sacrifice, in which it was impos- 
sible for the people to bear any part, they being the party in- 
terceded for ; and seeing the priests only, and not the people, 
were appointed by God to represent by this sacred action our 
Saviour's intercession for us, it had been a degree of sacrilege 
in the people to assume any part in it ; and seeing they had no 
part in it, what need had they to he present at it ? No more 
sure than we have to he present with our Saviour at the right 
hand of his Father, while he is there making intercession for us. 
But doth it follow that because the Jews were not allowed to 
be present at the incense -offering, in which they had no part, 
therefore we Christians are not flowed to he present at the 
pubUc prayers of the Church, in which we have all our parts ? 
No ; this our adversaries will by no means allow. And yet 
this 1 think is a much better consequence than that of our wise 
author's, ciz. "Therefore the people need not understand those 
prayers," seeing it is to no purpose for them to be present at 
prayers which they do not understand. Sut the people did 
tt^enri^ dddj^^ he offered the incense 
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what then? Why then they did not understaud what he did. 
Suppose they did not (which, aa I shewed before, is notoriously 
false), doth it follow that because they understood not what 
the priest did when he offered the incense, in which they bad 
no part at all, therefore we need not understand the public 
prayera which the priest reads, in which we have all out parts, 
and are obliged to join ? Or, (hat because the Jewish priest 
did not permit the people to see the incense-offering, which 
was an office peculiar to the priesthood ; therefore the Chris- 
tian priests need not permit the people to nnderstoad the 
public prayers, which are the commou office of all Christian 
people r Dare any of our adversaries affirm that Christians are 
no more obliged to pray with their priests iu the pnbhc 
prayers of the Church than the Jews were to offer incense 
with then" priests iu their incense-offerings ? No ; though we 
know they are ilnH nj; enough at a bold assertion ; yet this I am 
apt to think they have hardly the confidence to adventure on. 
Well then, how doth it follow that Christians are not obliged 
to uuderstaad what they are obliged to act in ? Because the 
Jews were not obliged to understand what they were not 
obliged to act in. Which is as much aa to say, because I 
need not understand that which I have nothmg to do with, 
therefore there is no necessity I should understand that which 
is my duty. I 

3rdly, That the reason why, in this sacred action, the high 
priest and priests withdrew from the sight of the people, ww 
wholly mysterious and typical, and as such is not to be urged ' 
in vindication of Christians praying in an unknown tongue. 
For as the high priest and priests were in this act types and 
representations of our Saviour interceding for uB, and offering 
up our prayers, so the holy and most holy place where they ' 
performed this act were types and representations of heaven 
where he intercedes. The truth of which is so universally 
owned among Christiana that I need not insist upcm the proin ' 
of it. The true reason, therefore, why these Jewish priests, 
in their incense- offering, withdrew from the sight of the people ' 
into the holy and most holy place, was to represent our Saviour's 
withdrawing liimself out of the sight of this lower world into 
the heavenly place, when he ascended thither to intercede for 
us at the right hand of God. Supposing then that the Jewish* 
people did not understand what their priest did while he was 
offering the incense, because they did not see him, yet this wilt 
by no means justify the Christian priests in not permitting the 
people to understand what they eay when they offer np ther 
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ttablic prayers, unless they can pretend to have the same reason 
tb cont'L'al the prayers from the people, by expryssiiig them in 
U unknown tongue, that the Jewish priests had to conceal the 
incense-offering from their people, by performing it in the holy 
or most holy place. And this, I think, without diaparaginK 
the confidence of our adversaries, they have not yet forehead 
enoueh to pretend to. For sure their priests were never 
intenocd for types and shadows of our Saviour ; or if they 
were, their reading mass whs never meant to typify the inter- 
cession of our Saviour ; or if it were, yet their reading mass in 
an unknown tongue was never designed to represent our 
Saviour's ascension into heaven to intercede for us there. Why 
then do they pretend to justify this practice of theirs by the 
example of the Jewish priests, when they have not the least 
shadow of pretence to the reason upon which they acted? 
Suppose we should be so civil as to grant them, that offering 
the incense out of the sight of the people, and offering pnhUc 
prayers in an unknown tongue were parallel coses (which 1 am 
sure is much more than they can justly demand), yet how doth 
the one justily the other? The Jewish priests offered the 
incense out of the sight of the people upon this reason, hecnuse 
God required them therehy to prefigure the ascension of our 
Saviour into heaven, there to offer up our prayers to his Father. 
"What then, I beseech you ? Wliy then the Christian priests 
may lawfully offer up the public prayers in an unknown tongue. 
Say you so, beloved ! what, whether they have the ssme reason 
or no 7 Yes, yes, reason or not reason, that is all one, I con- 
fess by this way of arguing, one would think so : but hitherto 
men always fancied that the reason of the law was the law ; 
and that when the lawgiver took away the reason, he took away 
the law with it. But our sage authors, it seenis, are resolved 
upon it that the law shall stand ui despite of the reason. I 
must needs say, if the Jews do not thank them for this resolu- 
tion, they are very ungrateful people, seeing it as well esta- 
blishes their whole ceremonial law, as this. 

4thly, That during the time of this sacred action the people 
had their prescribed prayers for themselves in a language 
which they understood. So the text tells us, Ijuke i. 10, 
that "the whole multitude of the people were praying without 
at the time of incense." And in the 5Dth of Ecclesiasticus, 
the whole order of this action is thus described : "The high 
priest Simon, the son of Onias, offering to God the odour of 
sweet smell, the sons of Aaron cried out and sounded with 
tiumpetSj then aJl the people together made haste and fell on 
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their facea to the ground, and besoi^ht the Lord moat high 
in prayer before the merciful, until the ministry of the Lord 
were done," i, e. the incense consumed, "and then Simon de- 
scending," i. e. from the sanctuary, " lift up his handa over all 
the congregation of Israel, to give the Lorcl's blessmg." From 
whence it is plain that vfhile the incense was offering the people 
had their own peculiar prayers appointed them ; and what they 
were the Hebrew doctors acquaint us, viz. three, which they 
recite, and call "the people's prayers."* All which prayers 
being collects uf a conaiderable length, must in all probability 
be indited in a language which they well understood, otherwise, 
as they must have prayed for they knew not what, so it had 
been nest to impossible for them to have recited theirprayers 
truly, which was a circumstance upon which the Jews did 
nicely (if not auperetitiously) insist in all their public officea. 
So that this argumentof our author's irom theiucenae-olFering, 
if they do not handle it more cautiously, will go near to cut the 
throat of their own dear cause. For first, it was no wonder at 
all that the people were not permitted to be present with the 
priest in his iucense-offering, seeing at the same time they bad 
their peculiar offices of prayer appointed them. They were to 
be praying without in the court of the Jews, which, together 
with that of the Gentiles, represented the lower world, while 
the priest was offering within the sanctuary, which represented 
the upper world ; the design of which was to represent and 
shadow forth the Christian Church sending up its prayers to 
heaven from this lower world, whilst Jesus, her high priest, is 
offering them up to his Father in the heavenly sanctuan. But 
had the Jewish priest on the one hand, been present with the 
people in their court without, be could not have represented 
Jesus interceding for his Church in heaven ; or had the people 
being present, on the other hand, with the priest in the sanc- 
tuary, they could not have represented the Christian Church 
senihng up her prayers from earth to heaven. So that the 
nature of this whole mystical action was such as did require 
the priest and people to be apart while they were performing 
their respective offices. But, I beseech you, what mystical office 
have Christian people in the public prayers that can render it 
as necessary for them not to understand the prayers, as it was 
for the Jewish people not to he present at the iucense-ofieriag 7 
None at all that ever I conld hear of, so much as fancied or 

* Vid. Ughtfoot, vol. 1, p. 9^6, 917. 
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pretended to. The Jewish people were obliged by lUe v 
lart they acted m this sacretl solemnity lo be in a si-par 
ilace from the priest ; and therefore till it be proved that 



part they acted lu this sacred solemnity lo be in a separale 
place from the priest ; and therefore till it be proved that 
Christian people have aome part allotted them in their public 
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rship that equally obligeth them not to understAQd the lan- 
guage of their prayers ; to infer the lawfulness of the latter 
nom the former is just as good logic as, the stick atanda in the 
chimney comer, therefore it must rain to-morrow. 

Bnt then, secondly. It is further observable, that there was 
no other vocal prayer used in this sacred solemnity but whet 
the people understood ; seeuig it is evident not only that they 
understood Hebrew in our Saviour's time (as was proved before), 
which was the language in which their prayers were indited j 
but also that it had been extremely difficult for them truly to 
have recited three such long collects, and utterly impossible to 
have accompanied the matter of them with their devout desires 
and affections (as was just now observed), had they not under- 
stood the language iu which they were expressed. And if this 
be so, then litis Scripture instance, which our authors urge In 
theirown vindication (if it be considered in all its circumstances), 
at^ea point blank against them ; for then it will follow £roin 
it, that though it be not necessary that the people should be 
admitted to see, and (which is more than I need allow) to 
understand every mystic action of the priest (atich as was 
that of the incense-offering); yet it is necesaar^ that the^ should 
understand the prayers in which they are ohhged to join, 

And thus, I tnink, I have sufficiently answered nur adveras- 
ries' texts, which at first view do'evidentiy appear so far from 
their purpose, that their lu^ng them is a plain demonstration 
what a miserable shift they are put to for Scripture proof to 

^'nstify this absurd and luiscriptural practice of their Church, 
•"or certainly, could they have sheltered it under any fair colour 
of Scripture, they would never have lodged it in such a deplo- 
rable refuge, which, instead of defending it, doth only more 
expose it. 

But there is one text more urged by the Scripturist, which 
he mentious so faintly, that it is plain his intent was rather to 
flourish than to fight with it, which 1 suppose was the reason 
■why his modest transcriber, the Touchstone, left it out of his 
copy. The text is Matth, xxi. 16, where, when the children 
cried out in the temple, Hosanua to the Son of David, " though 
they knew not what they said," saith our author, "yet Christ 
called it a perfect praise, saying, that Out of the mouths of 
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infftnts and Buddings thou hnat perfected praise." But what 
makes our author so confidently affirm, that "they knew not 
what they said ?" Is it because the test calls them children ? 
Howeyer, it is plain they were such children aa could go to the 
temple, and coosequeDtly could speak, and understand what 
they spoke. Or, is it because Hosanna is an Hebrew word, 
which language, as our author will have it, was not understood 
by the common people, and much less by the children ? Sup- 
pose this were true (though we have largely proved the con- 
trary), yet why might not those Hebrew cnildreu as well 
understand the meaning of Hosamia as ours do of Amen, which 
is an Hebrew word as well as that ? Hosanna was a word of 
that common use, that they called the bundles of boughs, 
which they carried about in the feast of tabernacles, Ilosanuas ; 
Hosanna, i. e. " save, I beseech thee," being the form of accla- 
mation which the Jews were wont to use in the celebration of 
that feast, and it being the manner of the Jews, as our liigbt- 
foot observes,* to teach their children from their infancy how to 
manage those bundle of boughs, and in their waving them to 
cry Hosanna, it is vei^ fairly supposable that they did as well 
understand the meanmg of the word (allowmg that they did 
not understand Hebrew) aa our catechised children do the 
meaning of Amen. 

And now seeing our author is so unfortunate as not to be 
able to make out his point by Scripture, he is resolved to try 
what he can do by Oliistratioa; for so he gravely tells us, that+ 
" a petition well made, even when it is presented by a peti- 
tioner, who understands not the language in which the petition 
is made, obtains of the king, or emperor, who understands it, 
as much as if the petitioner had perfectly understood every 
word of it. Even so," Sic. But now suppose this king, or 
emperor, should ask this petitioner : Friend, do you know 
what it is here you petition for? And he should answer, 
No, indeed, and it shall please your majesty, I confess I do 
not understand one syllable of what is therein contained ; 
whether it be for pardon for some fault, or protection from 
some danger, or for some particular place of preferment, I do 
not know ; only this I am informed by those that do under- 
stand it, " that it doth contain a particular praise of your 
majesty," J (they are our author's own words, with the neces- 
sary variations) " and a special worship or honour to your per- 

• Vid. Lightfirat, vol. 2. p. 225. 
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Bon, and a peculiar recoimneuding of my necessitjes t 
and that it is a very decent petition, approved by the company 
of petition-Hi akere, nud recommended by all the learned of 
that faeultv, who verv well understand it," though 1 do not. 
I strongly fancy, that how Eracioua soeTcr our supposed king 
or emperor may be, he would conclude such a petitioner to be 
either a very rude fellow, that came with a deuKU to mock him, 
or a very silly and impertinent one, and treat hun accordinglj : 
even so, &c. But we have choice of illustrations ; and there- 
fore seeing this will not do, let us try another : " A rich jewel 
{as our author* proceeds) in the hands of an infant or clown, 
who knows not to penetrate the value of it, doth not for that 
cause cease to be truly of as great value, as when it ia in the 
hands of a great jeweller : so Latin prayers in the months of 
the vulgar, be as precious in the sight of God (when they be 
smd wilh equal devotion), as when they are in the mouths of 
great scholars." Very pretty indeed ; hut one misfortune is, 
that this precious jewel is stolen goods, filched word for word 
from Antonmus-t And then there is another worse than this ; 
that when all is done, it is not worth stealing : for as I take 
it, there is a great deal of difference between a good prayer 
and a precious jewel. A jewel ia never to he rendered more 
or less precious to another, by any act of my mind ; nor will 
my desve, or hope, or love, raise the price of it ; and whether 
it be in my hand, or mouth, or pocket, its value is the same. 
But surely it is not thus with a prayer, the intrinsic value 
whereof principally depends upon the devotional acta of the 
mind. There is no doubt, but the same prayer is much better, 
in God's esteem, when it is inspired with our faith and hope, 
desire and love, than when it is only written in a book, or read 
or heard with a cold indifferency ; and I cannot but think, 
that a good prayer ia much more accepfable to God, in a de- 
vout man's niouth, than in his pocket, provided he understands 
it, attends to it, and joins his affections with it ; without 
which, it is every whit as acceptable in his pocket aa in his 
mouth : for a form of prayer, while it hath none of those 
devotional acts of the mind joined to it, is only the mere car- 
case of a prayer, without the soul that animates and entivena 
it; and he who recites it without exerting with it any mental 
act of devotion, doth say a prayer indeed, hut he doth by no 
means pray. But how can a man exert these devotional acts 

* P. 163. t Sum. Part 3. Tic. 23. 
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to a form of words which he doth not understand ? How 
cau he pray in. faith when he knows not what he is to pray 
for 1 IIow can he confess his gins with sorrow and remorse 
of soul, when he confesses he knows not what ? How can he 
desire or hope for the particular blessings which the prayer 
contains, when he knows not what they are? How can he 
cordially praise or give thanks, when he knows not either what 
it is that be pTaises, or what it is that he gives thanks for ? 
Or, how can he know when to confess, or when to petition or 
give thanks, when he knows not whether the prayer that is 
reading be a confession, a petition, or thanksgiving ? And 
then how is it possible for him to attend to a prayer which he 
doth not understand? He may attend uideed to tbe sound 
and figure of the words, but not to their sense and meaning. 
And if this be all that is required, a parrot may be as duly 
attentive as a Christian : so that all those devotional acts which 
constitute a form of prayer an actual prayer, are uuder the 
direction of tbe understanding; without which they cannot be 
exerted. But bow can the understanding direct these acts, 
in a form of prayer which it doth not understand ? How 
can it direct our sorrow or hope, or desire or gratitude, to go 
along with the prayer, when it knows not what sins they are 
that the prayer confesses, or what blessings they are that it 
asks, or returns thanks for? Though our autior's jewel be 
every whit as precious in the hand of one that understands it 
not, as of one that understands it ; yet, by his leave, it is far 
otherwise in a prayer. It may be as good a form of prayer 
indeed in the one hand, as in tbe other; but by no means so 
good a prayer, or so precious and acceptable in the sight of 
God. The Lord's Prayer written upon a label, coming out of 
the mouth of our great grandfather's statue, kneeling on his 
monument, with his hands and eyes lifted up to heaven, is as 
good a form of prayer as when it is pronounced from the 
mouth of a devout soul, with the highest raptures of zeal 
and fervour. But sure no man can think it to be aa good a 
prayer ; indeed, from the one's mouth it is no actual prayer at 
all, but only a dead form of prayer ; for how can that be an 
actual prayer, which is not actually prayed ? But from the 
mouth of the other, it is an actual, living, animated prayer, 
which is sure to find acceptance with God. And I doubt tbe 
case is near the same, between a prayer from the mouth of one 
that understands it not, and one that understands it; from the 
one it is not so much a prayer, as a form of words containing 
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mattDr of ]>rayer ; for unltas he Jeaires the matter contained 
in this form of words, he camiot be said to pray for it ; but 
how is it possible he should desire it, when he knows not wbttt 
it is? He ma; indeed exert a general undetermined derotioa 
while the words are saying ; but it is impossible for him to 
determine his devotion to the matter and meaning of the 
words, because he doth not naderstaiid it. So that a Latin 
prayer from one who understands not Latin, can be no more 
than n form of prayer, bccauac he caii only say it, but cannot 
pray it : and therefore when our author tells ub, " that Latin 
prayers, in the months of the rulgar, he as precious in the 
nght of God (when they be said with equal devotion), as 
when they are in the mouths of great scholars ;" he supposes 
that which is not to be supposed (if by devotion he under- 
stands the devotion of the mind), vis, that he who understands 
not Latin, may pray over a Latin prayer with equal devotion 
with him who understands it ; which is impossible, seeing a 
man can no more pray a prayer of which he doth not know 
the meaning, than sing a tune of which he doth not know the 
measures: ne may say over the words indeed with equal out- 
ward devotion witb hmi that understands them, but he cannot 
accompany them with equal devotion of mind, nor indeed with 
any at all; for how can his mind go along with words of which 
he doth not know the meaning ? Such words can signify 
nothing to the mind ; and therefore the mind can attend to 
nothing in them, unless it be in their sound and figure; 
which, I am apt to think, were never intended to be the sub- 
ject-matter of our inward devotion, though there are writers 
of great name in the Roman Church, of a quite contrary 
opinion. 

Fof Suarez tells us, that " it is not essential to prayer to 
think particularly of what he says, and that it is not necessary 
to think of the things signified by the words." But I am not 
able to imagine, either how a man can desire a thing which he 
doth not think of, or how he can pray for a thing which he 
doth not desire. 

But yet he goes on to tell us, that " it is not necessary to 
the essence of prayer, that he who prays should thmk even of 
the speaking of the prayer."* So that it seems a man may 
pray when he thinks neither of the words nor meaning of 
his prayer; and if so, I see no reason why our great-grand- 

* DeOrat. 1. 3. c. 4. 
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father's Btatue, ob before described, may not as truly be said 
to pray, as our great-grandfather himself. 

Cardinal Tolet indued tells us, that " to atteud to the words, 
so as uot to speak them too fast, or to begin the uest verse of 
a psalm, before he that recites with you hath done the former 
verse, is necessary."* And this indeed disables the reverend 
statue from performing what ia necessary to prayer. However, 
a well-taiight parrot, according to his doctriue, may pray verv 
devoutly. For, as be goes on, " there is an attention, wbicti 
is by understanding the sense, and that is not necessary" 
(therefore say I, so far as it is necessary, parrot, you pray very 
well), "for if it were, very few would do their duty, when so 
very few do understand what they say." We may thank your 
prayers in an imknown tongue for that. " But then," saith 
he, " there is an attention relating to the end of prayer, that 
is, that he who prays, considers that be is present before God, 
and speaks to him, and this indeed is very profitable, but it is 
not necessary :" why truly then, our devout parrot must con- 
tent himself with the necessaries of prayer, and not aspire to 
" this very profitable part of it." And even our own soft and 
smooth Bepresenter tells ns, that "it is not neceessary to have 
attention on the words, or ou the sense of praj^ers, but rather 

Surely on God."t Why truly then, in ray opmion, they were 
etter use no words at all in their pubUc prayers. For doubt- 
less, their minds would be better able to attend upon God in a 
deep silence, than in the noise and clatter of a company of 
words, of which they do not know the meaning. 

But after all, our author hath reserved (as he imagines) a 
very stinging period for the close i "You who scorned (saith 
he) to use Latin service, soon cqnie to see your English service 
with all scornful contempt banished out of almost all your 
churches ; and your people did sbon grow to like no aert'ice 
at all, since they misliked the Latin service." But there is a 
late book, called "Foxes and Firebrands," that could have 
ftimiabed our author with a quite different account of this 
matter, ms. that it was not the setting forth our service in 
[English, that made our people contemn and reject it ; but the 
^aiBvish practice of the Jesuits and other seminary priests, who, 
XI diride oiir people from the Established Church, assumed the 
lisguise of zealous Protestants (which by the way was some- 

» Inftruct. Socr. [Lib. 2.] C. 13 N. 3. [5.] 6, [p, 2B9, 200. Colon. 
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thing kuavish), and therein, «iiitniry to their owii belief nnd 
perauBSLOu, took all opportunities to preach down set forms of 
ayer and ceremonies, which 1 cannot but think was very 
lavish, or at least a sufHcient evidence (if there were no 
other), that the Jesuit's morals do allovr them not only to tell 
lies, hut to preaeb lies to heretics, if it be with an intention to 
serve their Catholic cause. For they were authorized to preach 
this doctrine (though in their own consciences they beUeved it 
to be false), not only by a hcence from their own society, but 
also by a bull of Pius V. And from these prevaricating 
preachments of their own emissaries (as we have too much 
reason to believe), sprang all that " scornful contotiipt" in the 
minds of our credulous and unwary people, which " at length 
banished onr English service out of almost all our churches." 
But we have now some reason to hope, that our scomfnl 
contemners will at teagth remember, that there is a certain 
being in the world, that hath too ninny children of liia own 
temper, whom neither they nor we have anv great reason to 
dote on ; whose common practice is to tempt men to sin, anil 
then to expose and accuse them for it. 



' PART II. 

III. — I NOW proceed, in the third place, to shew what Scrip- 
ture agumenta we have against public prayers in an unknown 
tongue ; which is so very absurd in itself, and so plainly re- 
pugnant to all the ends of Divine worship, that if we had not 
one word of Scripture against it, the reason of the thin^ would 
be sufficient to justify our oppoaidon of it to all unprejudiced 
minds. But besides this, we have as plain and express Scrip- 
ture against it, as we could have well expected, had it been the 
design of those Scriptures to oppose and condemn it. For, 

1st, The Scripture makes it necessary for our understanding, 
80 far as it is capable, to concur vrith our wills and affections 
in all that worship we render to God, which it is impossible 
for it to do when we worship him in an unknown tongue. 
Thus the Psalmist, " God is the King of all the earth ; sing ye 
I praises with understanding."* But when those hynms of 
h piaise that are to be sung in the public worship, are in a Ian- 



guage the people do not understand, how can they sing praises 
with understanding? And accordingly St. Basil, in answer to 
that question. What is it to sing with understanding ? tells us, 
"That understanding, when it refers to the words of the holy 
Scripture, is the aame thing as the taste is to meats ; for as 
the throat, by tasting, diacerueth meats, so the mind doth 
words : if therefore a man he bo affected in his soul by the 
force of every word he sings, as the taste is affected with meats, 
he hath fulfilled the commandineDt, which saith, Sing ye 
praises with understanding."* But bow is it possible for the 
mind to taste and relish words, which it doth not know the 
meaning of J By these words, saith Theodoret, " The Psalmist 
instructs us, not only to employ the tongue in singing of our 
hymns, but to stir up the mind to imderstand the things that 
are spoken."'!' ^'^^ '^^ """y ^^''' *""' hearts out before we can 
understand them, when they are spoken to us in an unknown 
tongue. "To sing with understanding," saith Athanasius, 
" is so to sing, as that there is a spiritual harmony between 
the soul and the words ; and they who sing after such a manner, 
as to join the symphony of the spirit with the melody of the 
words, singing witn the tongue, and also with the mind, do 
greatly advantage, not only themselres, but also those that 
hear them."J But what harmony can there he between the 
soul and the words 1 or how can her affections keep time with 
tbem, when she knows not one syllable of their meaning ? If, 
therefore, we are obliged to sing praises with understanding, 
we are equally obliged, so far as we are capable, to understand 
what we sing ; and how cau we do this while we sing in a lan- 
goage we do not understand ? 

Again, the Apostle exhorts his Ephesians, in opposition to 
those drunken songs the heathen used in their Bacchanalia, 
" To speak to themselves in psalms and hymns, and spiritual 
songs, singing and making melody in their hearts to the Lord." 
Which, in all probabiUty, respects not so much their private 
conversation, as their pubUc worship, as being opposed to that 
public drunken worship, which the heathen rendered to their 
god Bacchus. And if Christians, in their pubhc hymns and 
songs of praise, are obliged to make melody in their hearts to 
the Lord, that is, to keep time with what they sing with an 

■ Reg. BreT. qu. 279. [vol. 2. p. 734. Par. 1839.] 
t Theod in Loc. [vol. 1, p. 906. Hal. 1769] 
I t Episl- ad Marel. To. I. p. 279. [vol, 1. p. 756. Heiddb. ISOl.] 
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inward hearty affection, then, iloublless, lo far as they arc 
c&pnble, they oug;ht to iindenttaiid those hymns, which they 
never can do in a language which tliey understand not. And 
to t))e same purpose the same Apostle ^shorts the Church of 
Colosse,* "to admonish one another in psalms and hymns, 
and spiritaal songs, singing with graee in their hearts to the 
Lord." Where, by "singing with melody in our hearts to 
the Lord," aiid " singing with grace in our hearts to the l^rd," 
the Fathers generally understand singing with due attention, 
and answerable affection, to the matter contained in those holy 
hymns, which they sung in their public Bssembties.f But 
how is it possible for men to attend to, or be duly affected 
with the matter of words, whereof they do not know the 
meaning ? Either, therefore, the obligation of these Apostolic 
precepts must be quite worn out, or the L'hurch of Rome 
must be highly lo blame, who, by wording her sacred bymna 
in an unknown tongue, renders the performance of them im- 
possible to the people. 

2dly, The Scripture makes praying in an unknown tongue 
inconsistent with the edification of the Church ; so in sundry 
passages of 1 Cor, xiv,, where the Apostle, throughout the 
whole chapter, purpostiy di.^piiies njriiiiist preaching and 
praying in an unknown tongue ; for ia those days the miracu- 
lous gift of tongues being very commoa in the Church of 
Christ, many of those who were inspired with it, were too apt 
to overralue themselves upon it, insomuch, that to gratify their 
own vanity and ostentation, it became n usual practice among 
them (and that particularly in the Church of Corinth) to 
preacli and pray, and sing psalms in languages unknown to 
their auditory, without ever mterpreting what they said into 
therulgar tongue, either through wilful neglect, or for want of 
the gift of interpretation ; against which evil practice of theirs, 
the Apostle purposely opposes himself throughout this whole 
chapter, and that princip^y upon this very argument, that it 
was not consistent with the edifieation of the Chureh, which 
he applies as well to praying as to preaching : so ver. 2, 3, 4, 

' Col. iii. 16. 

t Ambr. in 5. Eph. 19. [vol.2. Append, p. 247- Par. 1690,] ChrjTOit. 

In loc. [voi.ll. p. 393. Par. 1734.] Jcrom. in loc. [nt anpra, vol. 7. 
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5, 6 : " For he that speaketh in an unknown tongue, speaketh 
not unto men, but unto God ;" that is, he speaks to the un- 
derstanding of none but God, who equaUy understands all 
langnagea ; " for no man uuderstandeth him, howbeit in the 
spirit be speaketh mysteries ; but he that prophesieth," that 
is, expoundeth Scripture in a known tongue, "speaketh unto 
men to edifieation, and exhortation, and comfort ; he that 
speaketh in an unknown tongue, edifieth himaelf," provided 
he understands what bespeaks; "but he that prophesieth, 
edifies the Chnrch. I would that je oil spake with tongues, 
hut rather, that ye prophesied ; for greater is he that 
prophesieth," that is, he is much more useful to the Church, 
"than he that speaketh with tongues. Now, brethren, 
if I tome unto you speaking with tongues, what shall I profit 
you, except I shall speak to you either by reveUtion, or by 
knowledge, or by prophesying, or by doctrine," i.e. either by 
expounding sacred figures, or communicating by knowledge m 
great mysteries, or interpreting difficult Scriptures, or by a 
CBtecbistical instructioa of you, what yon ought to beheve and 
do. So again, Ter. 18. 19, "Ithank my God, I speak with 
tongues more than ye all; yet in the Chnrcb 1 had rather speak 
five words with my understanding, that by my voice I might 
teach Others also, than ten thousand words m an unknowa 
tongue :" in bI! which places the Apostle doth as expressly 
condemn preaching in an unknown tongue, without inter- 
pretmg what is preached, as words can do it. But you will , 
say, what Is this to us ? We do no more preach in an unknoini ' 
tongue than you do : and as for the controversy in hand, it is. 
only about praying in an unknown tongue, of which hitherto 
the Apostle hath taken no notice. To which I answer, first, 
that the Roman mass contains in it not ouly prayers, but 
sundry portions of Scripture and pious lessons, tiie latter of 
which, as well as the former, are read to the people in an un- 
known tongue. Now either these Scriptures and lessons are 
read for no end at all, or for the same end with preaching, 
which is to instruct the people ; and, therefore, the reason 
which the Apostle urges for preaching in an unknown tongue, 
ni:. the edification of the people, doth equally enforce the 
reading of these Scriptures and lessons in a known tongue. 
But then, seiiondly, the Apostle applies this reason of his as 
well to praying as to preaching in an unknown tongue ; and 
therefore, if for that reason the one is not to be allowed, 
neither is the other i the reason why he forbids them to preach 

_ VOL. Til. « 
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in an unknown toii^e is, that it was a liinilrHnci- to the edifi- 
cation of the people, and this very reason he urges against 
their praying in lui unknown tongue : so *er. 14, " For if 1 
praj in en unknown tongue, niy spirit," i.e. my ^ft of 
tongues, " prays, but my understanding is unfruitful," Uiat ta, 
unfruitful to others. So Theodoret," "For the fruit of the 
speaker,"' aaith he, " is the profit of the hearers ;" and '* when 
the words of the prayer are uuknown to those that are present 
(aaith St. Basil), the mind of him that prays is unfruitful, 
because it profits none ; but when those who are present do 
understand the prayer so as that it is capable of profiting 
them, then he who praya hath the fruit, riz. the bettering nf 
those that are profited by him."t And that this is the 
Apostle's meaning, he himself assures us, ver. 1 7> " for thou 
verily givest thanks well," i.e. thou, it may be, mayest be 
very devout in thy own heart and affections, whilst thou art 
listug God in an unknown tongue, " but the other," that is, 
that doth not understand the tongues thou speakest, " is 
not edified." So that the Apostle proceeds upon the same 
reason against praying as against preaching in an unknown 
tongue : and this our OatboUc Scripturiat acknowledges, for so 
he expounds those forecited words, ver. 14, " (hut my nnder- 
Btanding is without fruit,) that is," saith he,X " without the 
fruit of instruction, or edifying others ;" and therefore, by the 
way, that passage of Ids is a Uttle surprising (though it is only 
what his master Bellarmine had taught bini), where he 
"would have his reader note, that until verse 14, § St. Paul 
only speaks of using an unknown language in preaching, ex- 
horting, interpreting, and teaching, in all which exercises we 
still use the vulgar tongue, so that hitherto he hath nothing 
against us ;" [] no not when he himself confesses, that St. Paul 
urges the very same reason against praying in an unknown 
tongue, in which they of the Church of Rome agree with those 
Corinthians against whom he argues, that he had urged 
before against preaching in an unknown tongue, in whidi 
they disagree with them. Whether the reason hold as good 
against the one as the other, I leave St. Paul and him to dis- 
pute it out ; but certainly, while a man is urging the same 
reason against one thing, as he afterwards intends to ui^ 
against another, he intentionally levels it at them both, and 
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consequently, seeing St. Paul urges the same reason against 
praying, which just before he had used against preachmg in 
an unknown tongue, it is a plain case, that while he was urging 
it againat the one, he all along intended it against the other t 
and if the unedifjingness of an unknown tongue in either be a 
good reason against both (as it must be at least in St. Paul's 
opinion), then while he urges it agtunst an unknown tongue in 
one, he must necessarily condemn it in both ; so that by our 
author's good leave, he and his Church are as much concerned 
in what St. Paul pronounces in the seyen first verses of this 
chapter, where he only mentions preachmg in an unknown 
tongue, as in what he afterwards discourses from ver. H to 
the 18th, where he treats of praying in an unknown tongue, 
seeing he proceeds upon the same reason in both : and there- 
fore, if notwithstanding this reason, praying in an unknown 
tongue be allowable, preaching must be so too, seeing the same 
reason, in St. Paul's opinion, acquits or condemns them both. 
Is preaching in an unknown tongue allowable ? No, saith our 
author ; No, saith his master Bellarmine ; but why, I beseech 
you? Because St. Paul condemns it as being unedifying to the 
auditors. Is praying in an unknown tongue allowable 7 Yes, 
very allowable, say both. But doth not St. Paul ui^e the same 
reason against this as the other ? It is true indeed. Why then, 
it seems St. Paul's reason is good, wheVe it doth not condemn 
holy Church's practice ; but where it doth, away with it ; 
that is, in plain English, it is good or bad, as it serves oui 

3rdly, The Scripture condemns performing religious offices 
in an unknown tongue, as directly contrary to the natural end 
of speech. The natural end of speech is, to communicate oar 
minds to, and make ourselves be understood by one another; 
to which there is nothing can be more contrary than speaking 
in a language that is not understood by those that hear uB, 
because hereby we do no more communicate our minds to 
them, than if we did not speak at all. And thus St. Paul i 
himself argues, ver. 7, 8, 9, 10, II t " For even things without 
life giving sound, whether pipe or harp, except they give a 
distinction in the sounds, how shall it be known what is piped 
or harped ? For if the trumpet give an uncertain sound, who 
shall prepare himself to the battle ? So you, except ye utter 
by the tongue words easy to he understood, how snail it he 
known what is spoken 7 for ye shall speak into the air. There 
are, it may be, bo many kinds of voices in the world, and none 
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of them without signification ; therefore if 1 know not thtr 
meanitig of the voice, 1 sball be unto him that sjieaketh, ■ 
barburian, and he that Bpeaketh shall he a barbnrian unto me." 
The design of all which is to shew, that the end of speaking 
ia to be understood -, and that therefore he who speaks in ■ 
lani^agc that is not understood, whether it be in common 
conversation, or in religious offices, Mpeaks to no purpose. 
Which reason is equally applicable to s}ieakuig lu prayer, as 
in preaching, since if it be not understood, it is as much in 
vain in the one as in the other. The Romanists would fain 
justify their using an unknown tongue in their religious offices. 
Upon this pretence, that it is only in praying tbey do it, not in 
preaching. But should you ask them, why they apeak in a 
known tongue in preaching ? Their answer doubtless would be 
to diis purpose, because we would be understood ; which ia the 
proper end of speaking : but then, why do thev speak in an 
■unknown toi^e when they pray ? Sure they will not answer, 
because thcv would be understood. But then, to what purpose 
do they speak at all, seeing, by speaking in an unknown tongue, 
they lose the proper end of speaking, and consequently speak 
in vain ? And if to speak without end or aim he an absurdi^ 
in common conversation, it is doubtjess profane as well as 
absurd in religion : and 1 shoidd think it much more excusable 
in the mass priest to hold his tongue, and turn his congr^ation 
into a silent meeting, while he is acting over his set form of 
ceremonies, than to speak out the public prayers to them in 
a language which they do not understand, it being far more 
seemly, in a religious exercise, not to speak at all. than to speak 
to no purpose : and St. Paul, I am sure, is fully of this opinion, 
for it was upon this reason that he required those who had 
the gift of tongues, "if there were no interpreter, to keep 
sileuee in the Church, and to speak to himself and to God," 
Ter. 28. For either words are of some use in pubHc 
prayer, or they are not; if they are not, doubtless it would be 
far more becoming that sacred office to lay tliem wholly aside ; 
iftheyarclt must be either upon God's account, or men's: 
not upon God's to he sure, who understands our thoughts and 
desires, as well without words as with them. If upon men's 
account, it must be either wholly upon the priests' that pro- 
nounce them, or upon the people's also; ifit be wholly upon 
the priest's account, it must be to raise his devotion, and then 
he himself must understand the meaning of them (which their 
lack-Latin priests caimot pretend to), for how con the devotion 
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of hia miad be raised b;^ words that signify nothing to hi 
mind ? Or if lie doth understand them, why may he not a 
well raise his devotion mth them, by reading them to himself 
alone, a^ hy reading them out to the people, seeing by reading , 
them to himself, he follows the Apostolic precept of suppressiiW 
his unknown tongue, and of " speaking only to himself and | 
to God?" But if words are necessary in pubhc prayers upoa j 
the people's account also, then it must be either t^ direct them J 
what to pray for, or to unite their desires hi the same petitions ; 
neither of which can be performed by such words as they do | 
not understand : so that I cannot apprehend of what use the j 
reading or speaking the Latin prayers can be in a mere Englisli 
auditory, (suppose) it is no more than breathing of so many 
empty sounds (that signify nothing) into the empty air, whilst 
the priests and people are mere harfaariaiiB to one another, that 
like two senseless echoes, speak and respond they know not I 
what, and to no purpose. 

4thly, The Scripture expressly declares praying in an 
known tongue to de contrary to the design and nature of'J 
religious worship ; which being* " a reasonable service," ' 
requires that our rational faculties should closely attend to, and' 
concur with it ; for the life of divine worship consists in the ] 
internal acts of the mind, such as desire, and love, and hop^ I 
and fear, and reverence, &c. And unless these concur wiUt. J 
the external significations of our worship (that is, our wi 
and actions), and inform and animate them, it is all hut a dead! 
formality. But how is it possible for ua to join these inward 1 
affections of our miuda, with those outward significations of J 
our worship, when we know not what they signify? How J 
should 1 accompany my kneeling or prostration in prayer, with J 
my inward awe and veneration, while I am perfectly ignorant i 
of the meaning and signification of those gestures ? And when J 
I lift up my hands and eyes to heaven, how can I exert wxtllij 
it an inward aspiration of my soul to God, if I do not know j 
that by the one I signify the other? In short, how ' 
possible for my mind, in any instance, either in fact or fiction, ^ 
to join the thing signified with the sign, when I know not 
what the sign signifies? And as it is m actions in prayer, so 
it is in words, to which it is impossible for ua to join those 
desires and hopes which they express and signify, if we do not 
know their signification. Whilst therefore men aay their 
prayers in an unknown tongue, it is impoflsible for them tn 
■ Bom. xii. 1. 
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join their affections with them ; aud whilst their affections nn 
separate from them, they are to far from being acceptable 
prayers, that they are only so many empty sounda in the ears 
of God. And upon [his very topic the Apostle himself dia- 
putea against praylnr in an unknown tongue, in the 15th and 
1 6th verees of the aforecited chapter : " What ia it then ? I 
wiU pray with the spirit (or gift of toneues), and I will pray 
with the understanding also ;" t. e. as nc who hath not the 
giJl of tongues is wont to pray, viz. in a language that he, and 
those who pray with him, understand. " I will sing with the 
spirit, and I will sing with the understanding also. Else when 
thou shalt bless with the spirit (or thy unknown tongue), how 
shall he that occupieth the room of the unlearned (or hath not 
thy git^), say Amen at thy giving of thanks, seeing he under- 
standeth not what thou sayest ?" ^liere the Apostle makes it 
necessary, in all pubUc prayer, that he who is the mouth of 
the congregation, should pray, or at least interpret his prayer 
in the vulgar language of the people ; aud that for this reason, 
because, unless the people understand the language of his 
prayer, they are not capable of praying with him ; and if they 
cannot pray in a language they do not understand, then an 
unknown tongue is utterly inconsistent with the nature of 
prayer. And hence, in the fallowing verse (where he still 
pursues this reason), he supposes it necessary for those who 
are to join in the pubUc senice, " to be edified," i. e. (as it is 
notoriously evident from the whole contest) to understand the 
sense and meaning of the words. This is the Apostle's own 
argument, and when once our adversaries have made it appear, 
that men may truly pray in a language unknawn to them, for 
my part, I shall readily yield, that uiey have fairly baffled us 
and St. Paul together : but in the mean time this argument 
stands m force against them, in despite of all their cavils and 
evasions, whieh shall be considered in their proper plaee. 

5thly, The Scripture makes praying in an unknown tongue 
utterly inconsistent with that joint concurrence of devotion 
that is required in public worship. That iu all our public 
Bssemhties for divine worship, it is required that we snould 
join our hearts and affections in the same confessions, petitions, 
and thanksgivings, is evident, as from sundry other arguments, 
so particularly from that response. Amen, which the people 
of God did always make at the close of their public prayers ; 
by which they exprcased the consent of their hearts and 
affections with those petitions and thanksgivings that ■ " 
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[•wffered up in their public aaaenibliea. So in their public 
mprecations upon themselves and others, the Jews were 
Bpressly commanded to respond Amen ;* and in the close of 
; psalm of praise which David offered to be simg by the 
"'" in the temple, we are told, that " all the people said 
I, and praised the Lord ;"f and so also when Ezra, in a 
mublic assembly of the Jews, blessed the Lord the great God, 
t is said, that " all the people answered Amen, Amen, with 
'ifting up their hands."! ^^ ^^^ practice of theirs the 
Wmist himself expressly orders and directs, " Blessed be the 
liord God of Israel from everlasting to everlasting, aad let all 
"" B people say Amen."§ And accordingly we find this very 
Pwractice continued in the Primitive Church ; for ho Justin 
Martyrll tells us, that the people always concluded the Divine 
service with a solemn thajj/ila 'Afiiif. By all which it is evi- 
dent, that the people of God always esteemed themselves 
obliged to concur in their hearts and affections, and to make 
some expression of their concurrence with the public prayers, 
which, how is it possible for them to perform when those 
prayers are read to them in a language which they do not 
understand? How can their hearts follow, where their under- 
standings cannot lead? And in short, how can they hope, 
desire, or give thanks for they know not what ? Nay, and 
when they know not whether the words which they hear, 
contain a petition or a thanksgiving? And this is St. Paul's 
ovni argument, ver. 15, 16 : "I will pray with the spirit, and 
I will pray with the understanding also. I will sing with the 

aiirit, and I will sing with the understanding also," I do 
low that you may lawfully use your gift of tongues in your 
pubhc worship ; but then you must be sure that you interpret 
your tongue, that so you may be intelligible to others, " else 
when thou shalt bless with the spirit, how shall he that occu- 
pieth the room of the unlearned say Amen at thy giving of 
thanks, seeing he understandeth not what thou sayest ?"^ 
Where it is first implied, that the common people ought to say 
Amen ; that is, to consent with their hearts and affections in 
the public prayers, and to express their consent in them. 
And, secondly, it is expressly asserted, that this they are not 
capable of performing, if they do not understand the language 
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of ihc'iT prayers ; and if the uuleanied Coriuthinus i-oulJ not 
say Amen to those iuspired iirnycrs, for this rcaaoti, because 
they knew uot vbat he who aiclatecl and pronimnn-d tlietn* 
said ; for the same reoaon. neither cnn the conimmi |it«ple in 
the Ronian Church say Amen to their Lnliti prayers, because 
they know ns little what is said, when they are read to them. 
So that by expressing her public prayers in a language uukuown 
to the people, the Church of Rome renders their duly of nayiug 
Ameu to them impracticable. 

6thly, The Scripture represents prayers in au unknown 
ton^e as a great indecency in public worship : for w)iat an 
extravagant spectacle would it seem to a stranger that knows 
nothing of the matter, to sec a company of people aasemble 
together, with a mighty appearance of devotion, only to see w 
hear a priest officiating to them in a form of words, of which 
neither they or be himself perhaps understnuds one syllable. 
Suppose that this stranger should go from one to another 
round the cougregatiou, and ask them every one in their ear, 
" Good air, you seem to be mightily concerned and affected 
with what yonder man in the gay garment is reading ; for my 

Eart, I understand uot one word that he says, 1 would fain 
now whether you do ?" And suppose tliey should all of 
them answer, " No truly, friend, we understand no more than 
you." " But why then do you ejaculate your eyes, lift up your 
hands, and beat your breasts as if you did understand them 1" 
"Why as for thnt, we can give no other reason, but that we 
believe they are very devout words, and it is au old fashion 
among us thus to behave ourselves whilst they are reading." 
What would thb stranger think of these people t Would he 
not laugh at their simplicity, and be apt to suspect some flaw 
in their brain-pans ? And yet just thus doth St. Paul represent 
the case, ver. 23 : " If therefore the whole Church be come 
together in on& place, and all speak with tongues, and there 
come in those that are uulearued or unbelievers, will they not 
Bay that je are mad ?" But why wiU they say so ? Because 
tiiose that come to your meeting, knowing that you meet upon 
a reUgious accoimt, come with an intent to understand your 
way of worship, to hear what you pray for, and to learn what 

;'ou teach ; instead of which, you only til! their ears with a 
Dud rattle of unintelligible sounds, which convey no other 
notion to their minds, but only this, that you are out of your 
wits, seeing, like so many madmen, you speak and hear witliout 
any end or aim : for to what purpose can you speak, when 



you do not speak to be understood? Or to what purpose can 
you hear, when you do not hear to understand ? And if 
speaking in an unknown tongue was so great an indecency in 
those Corinthian assembhes, as that in St. Paul's opinion it 
represented theni more like eongregationa of madmen than of 
worahippera ; I doubt, if St. Paul had the censuring of the 
Latin worship in the Roman Churches, where, in most places, 
scarce one in five hundred understands it, it would hardly pass 
for a very reasonable service. 

7tlJy, The Scripture declares an unknown tongue in diyine 
service to he of no other use, hut only to give evidence to the . 
truth of the Christian religion, which use it serves not as it ia 
acquired by natural means, but as it ia miracubusly infused ; 
for the ^ft of tongues was one of those miracles b^ which God | 
gave testimony to the truth of the Gospel, which it testified no 
otherwise than as all other miracles did, 
aible effect of the Divine power, and this is all the use that the ' 
Apostle allows it in the pubUc eserdse of religious worship, 
ver. 21, 22 r " In the hiw it is written, "With men of other 
tongues and other lips will I speak unto this people, and yet 
for all that will they not hear me, saith the Lord j' ■'. e. though 
1 intend to apeak nnto them in a miraculous manner, vis. by 
inspiring those by whom I intend to speak with the 



the next verse, " Wherefore tongues are for a sign, not to them 
that beheve, but to them that helieve not ; but prophecy 
serveth not for them that believe not, but for them which be- 
lieve ;" t e. the great end of speaking unknowu languages ii 
your religious assemblies is, that by this miraculous gift yoa 
may convince unbelievers of the truth of the religion you teach: 
but the ^ of prophesying, or explaining to the people the ^ 
holy Scripture in their vulgar language, serves for the eC 
cation of believers, and not for the conviction of infidels, t 
ing therefore that the proper use of speaking in an miknown j 
language in religious assemblies, was to give a miraculous J 
attestation to the truth of Christianity ; it thence necessarily I 
foDows, that when sneaking an unknown language in our reh- I 
gious assemblies doth not serve this use, it serves no rehgions | 
use at all ; but the Latin tongue, as it is used in the religioua 
assemblies of the Roman Church, can be no miraculous attes- 
tation of the Christian religion (uiJess you will suppose it 
miracle for a Mass priest to understand it}, and therefore it c; 
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be of iio religious use there. It' thereture oil imkuowii tongue, 
even wheu it woa miraculous, and as snc^h, did »ervc tlie com- 
mon end of miraclM, wu not to be used in public worship, 
^thout an iuterpretcr ; how much less should an unknown 
tongue be used, that is acquired by mere natural means ; and 
if the uae of it were allowable upon this account only, because 
it was a miracle ; then when it is no miracit', it ia uo longer 
allowable at all ; suppose Latin to have been one of those un- 
known tongues that was spoke in those Corinthian assemblies, 
if St. Paul condemned the use of it without an interpreter in 
that Church, even though it was miraculous, and as such, was 
B sign to convince unbelievers, how much more would he hsfe 
condemned it now in the Roman Church, where it is only an 
acquired endowment, and as such, can be no sign at all, unless 
it be of the folly and wickedness of those that impose it 1 

IV. I now proceed to the fourth and last head of discourse 
proposed, which is to consider and examine the objections 
which the Romanists urge against these arguments of ours, 
which are all of them reducible to one general head ; which is 
this, that in I Cor. xiv. whence we deduce the main of our 
arguments, the Apostle there treats not of the stated liturgy or 
worship of their pubUe assemblies, but of certaiu cxtcmnorary 
exercises of preaching and prayer performed by them, oy the 
immediate inspiration of the Holy Ghost, in the latter of which 
they allow, that St. Paul disapproves the use of an unknown 
tongue, at least without an interpreter, hut not in the former : 
so Bellarmine,* Vnne.t and our Catholic Scripturist.J To 
which I answer, 

Ist, That it doth not appear, either from this chapter, or any 
other part of this Epistle, that they had any other titui^ of 
prayers in their public assemblies (excepting the Lord's 
Prayer), than what was performed extemjioraneously by inspired 
persons ; and indeed whilst immediate inspirations were so 
frequent and ordinary among the pastors of the Church, and 
particularly of this Church of Corinth, there seems not to have 
been that ureent occasion for stated forms of liturgy, as there 
was afterwards, when Immediate inspiration ceased, or became 
less common ; for as by this gifl of immediate inspiration, the 
pastors were secured from all errors and indecencies in these 
their estemporary effusions ; so the people having a moral 
assurance that the prayers, which were offered up in their 

• De Verb, Dei, lib. 2. c. lU. [ut Fupra.] t Lost Sheep, p. 355. ] P. 164. 
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public assemblies, were immediately dictated by the Spirit of 
God, could safely concur with tliem ia their hearts and affec- 
tions, without making any pause to examine either the truth or 
lanfuhiesa. fitness or propriety of each particular passage ; 
which great incouTeuicaccs both pastors and people are u 
avoidably expoaed, whilst they join in such extempore prayers I 
as are immediately dictated from the invention of the speaker ; [ 
to prevent which, when the gift of immediate inspiration ceased, I 
or at least hecame more rare, it ia highly probable that the 1 
bishops and pastors of the several Churches collected from the I 
prayers of these inspired persons, such confessions, petitious, I 
and thanksgivings, as they thought most proper, and composed I 
them into set forms of public prayer ; so that stated litui^ea 
seem to have been substituted in die room of insphed prayers, ] 
and designed to supply the discontinuance of immediate inspi- J 
ration ; for it is very strange, that if from the first beginnii^ i 
of Christiamty there had been stated hturgies prepared either ■ 
by Christ or his Apostles for all Christiao Churches, there 
should no mention be made of them, either in Scripture or 
primitive antiquity ; for, as for those hturgies that go under 
the venerable names of the Apostles, such as St. James's, St. 
Peter's, and St, Mark's, it is now agreed by almost all the 
learned of all sides, that though some parts of them are very J 
ancient, and seem to have been introduced into the ChristiaB I 
assemblies long before the close of the first century, yet none I 
of them arc of that prime antiquity they pretend to ; but 1 
for men so confidently to afHrm, that besides these inspired I 
extemporary prayers, there was at the same time a stated I 
hturgy used in the pnbUc assembUes of the Church of Corinth, ] 
when they have not the least shadow of true authority for it, is 1 
a suspicious sign that their faces have at length outworn the I 
mean infirmity of blushing. But if it he true that stated htor- I 
gies were introduced to supply the room of inspired prayer^ [ 
then there is the same reason why the former should be ex- J 
pressed in a known tongue, as the latter; because where one J 
thing is placed in the stead of another, they must be both I 
designed for the same end ; and therefore seeing, that to obtain i 
the end of an inspired prayer, it was necessary it should be I 
expressed in a known tongue, it is no less necessary to obtua I 
the- end of a set form of prayer, the end of both being the 

2nd!y, I answer, that all those reasons which the Apostle 
assigns against the use of an unknown tongue in an inspired 



prayer, make as eflertually o^DSt the uw of it in a stated 
liturgy, or form of prayer. This 1 doubt not will evidently 
appear upou a just cxamiuation of those pretended disparities, 
-which our adversiirieg make between the one and the other, 
which yet are only in three of those seven partieular reasons 
assigoed by the Apostle : so that though we should allow these 
three to be real, yet till they iind out four disparities more, 
there are four substantial argiiments of the Apostle will still 
remain in force aguast tliem ; and I am apt to think, that 
unless the four to be yet found out, prove better than the three 
that are found, it will appear in the main issue, that they have 
taken a great deal of pains to seek for that which they had 
much better have lost than found. 

The first dieparitj they pretend, between using an unknown 
tongue in an inspired prayer, and a stated liturgy is, that those 
inspired prayers were intended for the edification of the people ; 
but so are not stated liturgies, and therefore there is not the 
same necessity why the latter should be in a known tongue as 
the former. Thus Fisher,* Dr. Vane.t the Catholic Scrip- 
turist.I and Bellarmine hiniaelf.§ To which I answer: 

First, That stated liturgies ought to be designed for the 
edification of the people, as well as those inspired prayers were : 
and therefore when the Romanists tell ns, that they are not so 
designed, we give them free leave to sppjik this for themselves, 
and for their own liturgy ; and the greater shame we think it 
is, both for them and that ; but we can by no means allow 
them to say this for us, or for any other Christiana in the 
world, there being none but themselves that we could ever hear 
of, that have the lace to af&rm, that their pubUc litur^ea were 
never designed for the edification of the people, which perhaps 
is one of the worst things that can be said of a liturgy ; for the 
great end of public Uturgies (as I shall shew bv and by), is to 
direct the devotions of Christian assemblies Into a common 
concurrence, with such confessions, petitions, and thanks- 
givings, as are moat conducive to their spiritual benefit and ad- 
vantage, to preacribe to them such coufessions of sin as are 
most apt to inspire them with sorrow for, and hatred and ab- 
horrence of it, such petitions for mercy as are most apt to 
affect them vrith the aense of their wants, and of their depen- 
dence upon God for supply and rchef, with such praises and 
thanksgivings aa are most apt to excite in them a grateful sense 
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of the DiviuG goodneaa, a flagrant loye of God, and a profound 
admiration of ilia pert'ettiona, together witli an active resolution 
of transcribing and imitating them in their conreraatiou. In a 
word, the end which God aims at in requiring us to pray to 
him, is not merely that we may pray to him, and accost him 
with our hended knees and humble supphcations, but prin- 
cipally, that by praying to him, we may improve ourselves in 
all those holy and devout dispositions, wherein the perfection 
of our nature doth consist ; and this the Trent Cotechism it- 
self acknowledges, m>. " That the especial end of our praying 
to God is, that by conversing with him, we may be the more 
ardently excited to the love and adoration of him."* And 
this, as all agree, is the greatest and most valuable part of our 
edification. And if the Church of Rome intends, that the 
pablic prayers should minister to this end, vis. the people's 
edification, doubtless she ought to let the people understand 
them ; for how they can be edified by hearing such prayers as 
they do not understand, I am not yet able to comprehend ; 
but if she doth not intend it, I doubt that God's intention and 
hers will be found directly opposite to one another. I am sure 
St.f Paul requires, that in our religious assemblies, " all things 
should be done unto edifying," Not so, saith the Scripturist, 
for the greatest part of what is done there, viz. the stated and 
ordinary service of the Church, is not to be done to ediiying. 
So then it seems, the meaning of, " let all things be done," la 
no more than this, let some few things, and those the most 
inconsiderable, "be done to ediiying." Bellarmine indeed' 
speaks something more warily, telling us thatij " the instruction 
and consolation of the people is not the principal end of divine 
offices." But then it seems it is an end, and therefore though 
it be not the principal one, it ought to be aimed at. But how 
can they at aU aim to instruct the people's understandings by 
such divine offices as they do not understand? or, how can 
they intend the people's consolatiou by such forms of words as 
convey no sense or meaning to their minds ? Well, but what 
then IS the principal end of these divine offices? Why, " the 
worship of God," 8aith§ Bellarmine. But to what purpose 
serves their worship of God T Do they worship him purely, to 
worship him without any furthur end and prospect ? If so, I 
am sure they fall short of God's end in requiring worship from 
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his creatures ; for it is uot for any advantage to himself, that 
he requires oiu worship and service : " Our goodness exteuds 
Dot to him," saitb the Psalmist 1* " nor is it any gain to him 

that we make our ways perfect ;"t and therefore if he aim at 
any good or advantage at all in it, it must he at ours ; that by 
these our solemu addrcsseH to him, we may be inspired wttn 
such an awful sense of his majesty, as is necessary to oblise tu 
to our duty, that thereby we may be accomplished with all 
those heavenly graces and perfections, that are necessary to 
our own ha])]iiness ; and if for this end (which is in other 
words our own edification) God requires our worship, for this 
end we ought to render it to him. It is true, saith the Scrip- 
turist, this was the end of those inspired prayers St. Paul 
makes mention of, vi^.X "To edify the brethren assembled, 
to excite them to love, to honour, and to praise God, not io- 
teading chiefly to pray to God for the people, as we do in oar 
liturgy." But do they deugn at all " to edify the brethren,*' 
&c. in their bturgy ? If not, I am sure their liturgy blla 
short of one of the common ends of divine worship ; if they do, 
all that he talks is dull impertinence, seeing an unknown 
tongue doth equally obstruct the edification of the brethren in 
a composed liturgy, as in on inspired prayer. 

2dly, That there are sundry parts of the Roman liturgy, 
which can serve no end at all, imlessit be the people's edifica- 
tion ; such are the lessons, the creeds, and pious eshortations, 
which make a considerable part of it ; the reading of which in 
their public assembhes, can be of no other use, but only to 
instruct and edify the people. The prayers, as they pretend, 
are the prayers of the priest only, whose peculiar office it is to 
offer them up for the people, and therefore there is no need 
that the people should understand them. But surely they 
will not say that their creeds and Scripture lessons are the 
priest's only, or that it is his peculiar office to be instructed by 
the word of God, and make confession of the Christian faith, 
or that he is to understand for the people, and confess the 
faith for the people, as well as pray for them ; for if so, I 
doubt the priest at last must go to heaven or hell too for 
the people ; seeing he, it seems, must either perform or neglect 
for them a principal part of their religion : unless therefore 
they will allow that the Scriptures and creeds in their public 
are intended for the edification of the people, I cannot 

t Job. Mil. [3.] 1 P. 164. 




imagine to what end they serve there, unless it be like the 
dead pictures in arras, to entertain the eye, and make an 
empty shovf of doing something, while they do nothing. But 
if they are inserted there for the edification of the people, why 
are they inserted in an unknown tongue ? la it possible that 
the people shonld be edified by that which thev do not under- 
stand ? or that their miuds should he at all informed by that ■ 
whieb conveys no meaning to their minds ? The Apostle tells 
us, that* " all Scriptures are profitable for instruction." And 
thatf " whatsoever things were written aforetime, were written 
for our learning ;" he means, for the learning of the people | 
snre as well as tbe priest. But how cau the Scriptures in the , 
Boraan service be profitable for the instruction and learning of 
the people, when they are all shut up from them in the dark 
lantern of an unknown tongue, and not permitted to transmit 
to them the least ray of liglit and information ? It is certain 
therefore, whatever end these Scripture lessons are designed for, 
they cannot he designed to serve the end of Scripture, because 
the end of Scripture is to instruct, which it can never do in an 
unknown tongue. 

We are told by the Council of Trent, that " the moss con- 
tains very plentiful matter of instruction for all faithfiil 
people :"X and truly, if it doth not, in ray opinion, it is a very 
Jejvne and fruitless office of public worship ; but " notwith- 
standing it doth so (say those goodly Fathers), jt doth by no 
means seem expedient to us, that it should every where be 
celebrated in the vulgar tongue ;"§ or indeed, that it should 
be any where so celebrated ; for immediately afterwards they 
decree, " that the custom of every Church in this matter should 
be every where retained," i. e. that the mass shoidd be every 
where celebrated in Latin, that being then the custom of every 
Church in communion with the Church of Home; which 
iB in effect to make this open declaration to the people, " Good 
people, you must know, that in this same masa-book of ours, 
there is contained such excellent matter for edifie^tion, as if 
you could come at it, would do yon a world of good, and make 
you much wiser and better Clmstians than you are : but for 
reasons best known to ourselves, we think it expedient to lock 
it up from you in an unknown tongue : and therefore, pray 
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■atialy your liunger wiih the belifC, ihat hen; is great store 
gpirituij food for you, though you never be pennitted to M 
of it ; and if you can subsist bv bclicTing, or make shift to lire 
upon the picture of a fesst ; or which is the same thing, to 
feed and nourish your hungiy souls with the sound of words, 
without the sense of them, with all our hearts, much good may 
it do you." Good God ! what shameful hautering is this, in a 
matter of infinite moment ! Are not the people most extremely 
obliged to these tender-hearted Fathers, that only talk to them 
of bread, but give them a stone ? But here all on a sudden, a 
pang of fatherly compassion seizes them : hut " lest (say they 
immediately aner) the sheep of Christ should hunger, and the 
little ones desire bread, and there be none to break it to them, 
the holy synod commands pastors, and all that have the care 
of souls, by themselves, or others, while the mass is celebrated, 
frequently to expound some part of tliose things which are 
read in it." This indeed b something, bat in reslity amounts 
to veiy little. For, 

First, They knew very well, that abundance of their priests 
at that very time, understood the language of their mass ao 
more than the people, and so were incapable of expounding it 
to them. 

Secondly, That they could not hut foresee, that several of 
their priests, who were able, would yet, through negligence, 
very ofteu omit the expounding it, as it is notonous they have 
done ever since, and do to this day ; in which cases, let their 
mass contain never so much matter of edification, it is im- 

Cssible it should edify their people, or render them either the 
tter or wiser ; and so notwithstanding this their pretended 
charitable provision, they have so ordered the matter, that 
abundance of their "little ones who desire bread," are in 
danger of famishing for want of it, they having locked it up from 
them in an unknown tongue, and left them to the courtesy of such. 
economists, as do sometimes want will, and sometimes ability, 
to distribute it to them ; whereas had they but taken care to have 
it set before them in their own native languages, those of them 
who were truly hungry, would have made a shift, whenever 
they wanted fielp, to help themselves ; but this will by no 
means down with that Church's politics, which stints the 
people to the priest's allowance, and to reduce them to a perfect 
dependence, proportions them no more spiritual food, than just 
what he thinks fit to earve them. But then. 

Thirdly, It is only some part of the mass that they oblige 
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the prieat to expound to the people ; they do not preserihe how 
much, but leave that wholly to the priest's discretion, who 
may expound as little as he pleases i if they expound but one 
in an hundred of those sentences, wherein this matter of edifi- 
cation is contained, the injunction is sfltisBed, though there are 
ninety-nine of the hmidred for which they are never the wiser ; 
so that the far greatest part of this their plentiful matter of ' 
edification doth, notwithstanding this injunction, remain inca- 
pable of edifying for want of being expounded ; for the reason 
why they espoimd any part of it, is, because it cannot edify 
the people while it is read to them in an unknown tongue ; 
which reason, if it be good, obliges them either to expound the 
whole every time they read it, or to read no more than they 
expound ; for if it cannot ediiy the people without being ex- 
pounded, either the priests must be very uncharitable in not 
expounding to them all they read, or very impertinent in 
reading to them more than they expound. 

Fourthly, The injunction is only, that they frequently 
expound ; hut how often is not determined, whether ouce 8 
week, or once a month, or once a quarter i all this is lefl; to 
the discretion of the priest, who, if he be either negligent or 
unskilful, can make this frequently to signify aa seldom as he 
pleases ; and I beheve none of them ever thought themselves 
obliged by it to expound these edifying things, as often as they 
read them ; but then to what purpose do they read them, when 
they do not expound them ? For how can they be edified by 
that wliich they do not understand ? The Council itself aupposes, 
that whea the priest duth not expound, " the sheep of Christ 
must hunger, and the Uttle ones desire bread in Tain, there 
being none to break it to them ;" for if it is to prevent this 
mischief (as they pretend at least) that they impose this 
ftequent exposition ; so that by this frequently, they license 
their priests many times tn send Christ's sheep away an hungry, 
and not to break the bread of life to them, let them oever ao 
earnestly desire it ; and seeing bow often is not determined, it 
is as oftea aa the prieat thinks fit ; so that, after all, this seem- 
ingly compassiooate injunction amounts to no more than this : 
It is our will and pleasure, good people, to lock up the bread 
of life from yon hi an unknown tougue ; but lest yon should 
starve, we do hereby enjoin your priests frequently, or as often 
as they please, to bring it forth and break it to you in your 
own native language. Truly, we are much obliged to your 
good Fatherhoods for enjoining our priests to use us as they 
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please, or, nhich ia much the same, to feed us u oDeD bs they 
shall reckon themselves oblig;ed It; this loose and undetermined 
fra[»ently ; but God help our poor souls that are thus abnii- 
doned by you (who should have taken better CEire of them) to 
the mere mercy and charity of every slothful, or vicious, or 
ignorant priest. 

Fifthly, and lastly, The exposition here eojoined, is not at 
all specked or determined ; they tell ub, that those prsyers 
and religious discourses, which St. Paul treats of, were de- 
signed for the edification of the people, and therefore it was 
necessary thejr should be interpreted into their Tulgar Iwi- 
gunge. Was it so ? Then pray what was the plentiful matter 
of edification in your mass designed for 7 To be sure, if for 
any thing, it was for the edification of the people ; and if so, 
the same reason obhges you to inter]>ret it into the langnage of 
the people ; and therefore, if by expounding it, they do not 
mean interpreting it into the Tulgar language, by their own 
confession St. Paul's reason is as much against their matter of 
edification in Latin, as against those sermons and prayers in an 
unknown tongue ; so that unless, by their exposition of this 
matter, they mean interpreting it into the vulgar language, 8t. 
Paul's reason, even by their own coufession, doth as much 
conclude their priests to he men that speak into the air, and 
barbarians to their people, and doth as much ohhge them to 
keep silence in the Church, as it did those inspired speakers 
in an unknown tongue, agmnst whom he levels it ; but that by 
expounding, they do not mean this sort of interpretation, we 
have too much reason to helieve ; not only because no such 
interpretation is practised among them, or at least very rarely, 
but also because their own divines tell us, that the sense of 
the Council was, "that the people should be instructed only 
' T sermons,"* and that such a verbal interpretation, during 
le celebration of the mass, was condemned by the Council, "as 
« and seed-plot of many errors :"t by which it seems, 
that by expounding, they meant no more than preaching upon, 
or cxpounoing some doctrine or ceremony contained in the 
mass ; and if so, it is no more an expounding of the mass, than 
of any other book in which that doctrine ia contained : so thst 
hitherto 1 cannot apprehend to what purpose all this plentifid 
matter of edification in the mass-book serves ; not to edify the 
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Ipeople to be sure ; for wliy then should it be locked up from 
"their iinderBtnndiug ? Ay, but it is there that it may be read 
to them : but to what purpose is it to read to them, when 
such effectual care is taken that they should never be the 
wiser for it ? Why, it is read, that it may be expounded ; but 
sure it may be expounded whether it be read or no ; and then 
to what purpose is it read, when it is not expounded? Why 
are the people's ears continually harassed with a tedious jang- 
hng of words, which signify nothing to their mmds ? They 
contain m them edifying matter, you will say : but what does 
this edifying matter signify, when it is so worded that it can- 
not edify? In short, therefore, all this plentiful matter of 
edification, which the Council assures us their mass contains, 
is only a cypher to the people ; while it is continued in an un- 
known tongue, it is read to them with as little effect, as if it 
were read only to their church walls ; it being impossible that 
thev should be edified by hearing that which they do not 
understand, nor doth the exposition they require at all mend 
the matter, seeing by that they do not mean rendering it into 
the vulgar language, without which their reading it is all in 
Tain ; and if they did, yet still their reading it in Latin is im- 
pertinent : for to what purpose can their reading of edifying 
matter serve, whilst they read it so that it cannot edify, unless 
it be to shew that the priest hath learning enough to read 
Latin. So that this pretended disparity between the stated 
liturgy of the Church, and those inspired prayers and dis- 
courses of which St. Paul treats, viz, thiit the one was designed 
for edification, and the other not, amounts to nothing ; both 
because pubhc liturgies ought to be designed for edification, 
and a great part of the Roman UturCT must be so designed . 
as well as those inspired prayers and sermons, and conse* I 
quently the one as well as the other ought to be expressed bx 1 
the known and vulgar language, without which neither era 
edify, 

2ndly, Another disparity they make between stated litur- 
gies, and those religious exercises St. Paul treats of, is, that in 
the latter the people were obliged to join, but not in the for- 
mer; thus our Scripturist:* " These prayers, i. e. the set forma 
of prayer in our hturgy, are chiefly appointed to the priest^ 
who well understands them, to offer them up to God for the 
people i" and elsewhere, f " The chief end of the liturgy is 
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to pray to God for the people." So olso Bellamiine: "Tlie 
prayer of the Church la not made to the people, hut to God 
for the people, and therefore there is no need that the people 
should understand it, m order to their profiting by it ; bat it 
IB sufficient that God understands;'' which he iHustratcs by 
one man's presenting a Latin petition to the king, for another 
who understands not Latin :* which plainly implies, that in 
the Church's prayer the priest only prays for Ihe people, but 
not the people for themselves. And thus also Fiaher more 
expressly :+ " The pubUc scriice is for a continual dailj- tribute 
or nomage of prayer and thanks^ving to be offered pubbcly, and 
p^d unto God by his priests." And from hence they conclude, 
that though it was very necessary that those inspired prayers 
should be spoken in the vulgar tongue, because all the people 
were obliged to joiu in them ; yet as for stated litur^es, pro- 
vided the priests miderstand them, whose prayers they properly 
are, it is no great matter nhether the people understand them 
or no, they being not obliged to pray them : it is needful indeed, 
that the people know what is done in general, rif. "That God 
is worshipped and honoured, that the priest prays to him ; 
that good things are asked of him for the people, and thanks 
given to him ; that the memory of Christ and his passion are 
celebrated, and the sacrifice offered to God : and this no clown 
is ignorant of, and this is sufficient." J To which 1 answer : 

First, That though the people were not obliged to join in 
the stated offices of public prayer, yet there is the same reason 
why they should imderstand the language of them, as why 
they should understand any thing at all appertaining to them; 
they themselves confess, that in their public Utui^ there are 
sundry things, at least, which the people ought to understand, 
either by actions, ceremonies, and circumstances, or by custom, 
affinity with the vulgar, or books interpreting and containing 
prayers correspondent to eveiy part wherem the auditory is 
concerned ;§ and that by public signals they shoidd be taught 
when to kneel, to adore, to knock their breasts, when to nse, 
when to stand, or to do any thing else that concerns them, or 
is proper for them to do.y " It is enough," say the Rhcmists, 
" that the people can tell this holy oraison (vU. Pater Noster), 
to he appointed to call upon God, though they do not know to 
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what petition their part pertaineth;" andBureif thisbeenongl 
then so much is needful : hut why is it necessary to know 
these things, w>. That Pater Noster is a form of words 
appointed to call upon God, unless it be to excite them by the 
sound of these words to call upon God, or that such and such 
actions, ceremonies, and circumstances are intended for signals 
to them, when to kneel, to adore, to knock their breasts, &g. 
unless it be to stir up their hearts to that inward devotion and 
compunction, which these actions of theirs do express and 
signify ; and if this he the reason, then certainly it is at least 
as necessary that they should call upon God when Pater 
Noster is pronounced, and he inwardly devout and contrite 
when the signals are giyeu to kneel, &c., as to know those 
things which are hut the means of these ends. There can be 
no religious purpose served by the people's knowing, that now 
the priest is calling upon God, unless it be to excite them to 
call upon God also ; and if it he necessary for them to know 
that God is invoked, to the end that- they may invoke him ; 
then sure it is as necessary for them to invoke him, as to know 
that he is invoked ; and if it be necessary that the people 
should be instructed, when the priest is praying, to the end 
that they may pray also ; sure it is necessary tbey should be 
instructed in such manner as is most effectual to excite them 
to pray ; and then I would fain know, whether plain and in- 
telligible words are not far more instructive than dumb shows 
Bud signs ? Or, whether an illiterate Englishman would not 
be far better instructed, in order to his being excited to pray, 
by Our Father, which he understands, thau by Pater Noster, 
which he understands not ; or, which is the same thing, 
whether men's devout affections are better excited with their 
understanding or without it 7 For I would fain know ; are 
the people obliged to call upon God when they hear those 
words Pater Noster, or to confess their sins with contrition of 
soul, when they hear Miserere ? If they are not, what neces- 
sity is there, that they should know that Pater Noster is an 
invocation of God, or Miserere a confession of sin to him ? 
Seeing in point of duty they are not at all concerned in it ; if 
they are, I desire to know again, whether they are obliged to 
call upon God, and confess their sins ia that form of words, or 
in some other : if in that form, then, tn the first place, the 
people are obliged to join with the prieat in the public prayer, 
which is the point we contend for ; and, secondly, they ousht 
to understand the sense and meaning of those forms, it bemg 
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hnpos»bte for tbem to erpress the devotion of their miuds in 
a form of words which they do not understand : if in some 
other, the Church ought U> have pronded such other forms, 
as the people might understand (which it yet never did); other- 
wise whilst the priest, who had less need of a form, ig praying 
and confessing by form ; the people who have more need, must 
be left to pray and confess extempore ; and for what good 
reason this should be, I cannot apprehend, seeing not only the 
matter of the Roman prayers, but the words too <if they were 
translated into the people's langua^), are generally as proper 
for the people to pray and confess in, as for the priest : either 
therefore the people are hound to pray in time of public prayer, 
or they arc not ; if they are not, t see no necessity why they 
ahould he instrticted in anything appertaining to the public 
prayers, seeing their duty is not at all concerned in them ; if 
they are, what good reason can there be assigned why they 
should not pray in those forms of prayer which the priest rea^ 
to them 7 seeing the matter of those prayers is as proper for 
the people to pray, as for the priest, and consequently so 
would the prayers themselves, if they were but expressed in 
the people's language. 

Secondly, That there is no part of pubUc worship, in which 
the duty of the people is not as well concerned as of the priest. 
The public worship of Christians consists either of prayers, 
praises, and thanksgivings, or of communion in the Christian 
aacraments. To all which, I think no Christian will deny, 
but the people are as much obliged as the priest ; and there- 
fore to quute Scripture proofs for this, would be the same 
thing as to cite chapter and verse to evince that all Christians 
are obliged to beheve in God and in Jesns Christ : and if in all 
these instances, all Christians, as well laity as clei^, are 
obhged to worship God, then either they are obliged to it in 
private only, or iu public also : if in private only, to what pur- 
pose should they frequent the public worship wherein they 
have nothing to do ? For what can they have to do in public 
worship, but to worship ? If in public also, then either they 
must join with the priest in their acts of worship, and pray. 
and praise, and give thanks with him in the same stated fonns, 
which is the thing we contend for (and which draws after it an 
absolute necessity of having those stated forms in the vulgar 
language, it being impossible for them to pray and give thanks 
for they know not what) ; or else they must perform their 

rship separately from the priest, either in distinct forms of 
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[irayer, and praise, and thanksgiving, or from their own ex- 
temporary invention, which (besides what hath been said 
against it under the former head) must necessarily introduce 
a vast confusion into the pubUc worship ; for at this rate it 
will be impoasihie for them ever to unite their hearts and 
affections in the same things, which is the peculiar advantage 
of public worship ; that there is a concurrence of hearts in the 
same acts of worship, and an union of desires in the same 
petitioaa throughout the whole congr^ation, which renders 
them more acceptable and prevalent : hut whibt the people are 
left to pray separately from the nubhc liturgy, in all proba- 
bility there wUl he as many different hopes, desires, and 
affections m their worship, as there are different men in the 
congregation ; here will he one confessing his sins, there another 
returning thanks for mercy ; and whilst this man is praying for 
heaven, another will he praying for a good harvest, a third for 
repentance or pardon, a fourth for a sick wife or child ; and 
whilst a fifth is imploring of assistance against temptations, a 
sixth will be deprecating thmider and lightning, storms and 
tempest ; and so there will be as vast a confusion of affections 
in their worship, as there was of languages among the brick- 
layers of Babel. If therefore the people are at all obliged to 
pray, and praise, and give thanks in the public worship, which, 
one would think, no Christian should deny ; it is impossible 
for them otherwise to perform it with any decency or order, 
hut in conjunction vrith the priest in the public prayers, or 
liturgy J and this they can never do, unless they understand 
the knguage of it. And then as for the sacraments, seeing 
the people as well as the priest do, by partaking of them, 
enter into and renew their vow and covenant with God, which, 
so far forth as they are capable, must he their own free and 
voluntary act, it is necessary they should join and concur in 
them, either by their sponsors, who act for them, as in baptism, 
or by themselves, acting for themselves, as in the enchariat ; 
for how can they perform a federal right between God and 
themselves, vrithout concurring in it by their ovm free act and 
deed ? We are told indeed by the Representer, " that the 
mass being a sacrifice wherein is daily commemorated the 
death and passion of Christ, by an oblation made by the priest 
of the body and blood of the immaculate Lamb, under the 
symbols of bread and wine, according to his own institution ; 
it la not the hnsiness of the congregation present, to employ 
their ears in attending to the words, but their hearts in con- 
templatiDn of the Divine mysteries, by reusing uq £et>re,'D& 
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affections of love, thankegiving, &c. And for this," he telb us, 
" there is little need of words, a true faith without these is 
■11-sufficient." Now grantbg all this to be true, about the 
mass being a sacritice iu the Itoman sense ; yet, by this 
author's good leare, I cannot apprebenil, hut that if the words 
they use in the celebration of it, were plain and iutelhgiblc to 
the people, and apt and proper for the occasion, their employ- 
ing their ears in attending to them, would very much asust 
their hearts in contemplation of the Divine mysteries, &e. 
Nor can I think their fwth so all-sufficient, especially in a 
point so contradictory to their reason (as transubstantiation is), 
as not to need the assistance of pbun, instructive, and per- 
suasiTe words. The Apostle tcUs us, " that faith itself comes 
hy hearing;" and that which begets it, to be sure must nourish 
and increase it. But if words are of no use at all in the cele- 
bration of the mass, in the name of God, to what end do they 
use them ? Aud why are people " commanded (as just before 
he tells us they are) to assist at the Church service, aud to hear 
mass," when " in this they are instructed not to understand the 
words, hut to know what is done ?" What confounded gib- 
berish is this ! The people must hear the words of the mass, 
"but not employ their ears in attending to the words;" that is, 
they must hear them so as not to hear them. Again, they 
must hear the words of the mass, " and be therein instructed 
not to understand the words ;" that is, they must hear 
the words to no purpose, so as to he never the better 
or wiser for hearing tnem. Once more, they must henr the 
words of the mass, whieh they do not understand, so as to 
understand hy them what is done in the mass ; that is, they 
must understand hy words which they do uot understand. 
"Well, go thy way for a bold heroic self-contradictor, thou 
mayest defy the best master of nonsense of them all, to vouch 
in so few lines, so many direct repugnancies. But to pass hy 
all this ; is there nothing in their mass but only the sacrifice? 
Are there not lections and sequences proper enough to edify 
the people, were they permitted to understand them? Are 
there not responses appointed to them, in which they might 
express their devout desires, did they but know the meaning 
of them? In a word, are there not post-communions, in 
which, together with the priest, they might offer up their 
prayers and praises to God, did they hut understand the 
language of them ? Without which, it is impossible for them 
to join in them ; and this they themselves confess, by pretend- 
disparity between those inspired prayers St. Paul 
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treats of and their Latin service, t«. that m the former the 
people are obliged to jom, hut not iu the latter ; whirh sup- 
poses that they must understand the service they are obhged 
to join in ; and conaeqiiently, that they cannot join in the 
Latin service, because they do not understand it ; for could 
they join in the latter, as well as the former, this disparity 
could be no reason why the one should not be in a known 
tongue, as well as the other. In short, we argue that there is 
the same necessity that the people should understand the 
stated prayers of the Church, as that they should understand 
those inspired prayers which St. Paul treats of, because they 
are obliged to join in one as well as the other. And we con- 
fess, say our adversaries, were this reason good, there would 
be the same necessity ; hut therefore we assert, that there is 
not the same necessity, because, though we allow they were 
obliged to join in those hispired prayers, yet we utterly deny 
that they are obliged to join in the stated prayers of the 
Church ; thia must he their sense, or this pretence of disparity 
between these two sorts of prayer, must be nonsense : and 
therefore seeing the whole of their service is worded in Latin, 
which is an unknown tongue to most of their people, it neces- 
sarily follows that the most of their people are not obliged to 
join in any part of it, and consequently iu those congregations 
where neither the priest nor any of the people understand 
Latin ; their prayers are read, and nobody is obliged to pray 
them j and their worship is performed, and nobody obliged 
to worship by it ; which is a plain confession, that that which 
they call their pubhc worship, is no worship ; or, which is 
the same thing, a worship that nobody is concerned in, or 
obliged to. 

Thirdly, That the public prayers of the Church have been 
always looked upon as prayers that were common to the 
people with the priests ; for so it is plain that the public 
prayers of the temple were common to all the people, and that 
they joined in them ; not only from their responding Amen, at 
the close of them (as was observed before), hut also from 
several passages of Scripture ; such as,* " In his temple doth 
every one speak of his glory." And,t " I went with the 
multitude to the house of God, vrith the voice of joy and 
praise." And agiun.t "Esalt him also in the congregation of 
the people, and pnuse him in the assembly of the elders." All 
which do shew that the people were to join in those pubhc 
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prayers and praises that vrnc ofTered iu the service of 
temple. And indeed it was an aiicient canon of the Jewish 
Church (as their own doctors tell us), that " Be who prays, 
ought always, when he prays, to join with the Church :" and 
they tell us particularly of eighteen prayers in their puhlic 
service, which the people were every day ohh^ to pray ; or 
at least, if they were hindered by husineas, or mdispasition of 
mind, to pray one prayer, which was the summary of them all ; 
and these prayers they were obliged (if they had time) to 
repeat after the minister of the congregation; as appears by 
that rule of theirs,* "When a man goes into the synagogue, and 
finds the assembly praying the additional prayer (that is, a 
prayer which the minister added to the eighteen, as the close 
of all) if he is sure he shall begin and end, so that be may 
answer Amen, after the angel of the Church, let him say hia 
prayers," i. e. his eighteen prayers, or at least the summary. 
Aad that the Christian, as well as the Jewish people, did 
always join in the puhhc prayers, might be demonstrated, if it 
were needful, from innumerable authorities of the Fathers : of 
which it will he sufficient at present to cite three or four : 
Justin Martyrf tells us, that in their administration of baptism, 
" the whole assembly being gathered together, did pot up com- 
mon prayers for themselves, for the baptixed person, and for 
all othera throughout the world, with an attentive mind ;" and 
that in their Sunday's service, after they had heard the Scrip- 
tures and exhortations, "they rose up together and poured forth 
their supplieations," And that they all joined in the same 
prayers, ts evident, not only from the Apostolic Constitutions, J 
where the substance of the prayer they used in baptism is 
recorded, under the title of, " The Prayer for the Faithful;" 
but also from that account which Clemens Alexandrinus ^ves 
usof their puhhc worship :§ " The terrestrial altar of the Chris- 
tians is the assembly of such as join together in prayers, jilay 
iimrtp ijfiiiv i^aivfi}' t^w Kotyiii/ Kai ftiav yfufirfv, having as it 
were, one voice or sentence ; so that there may be properly said 
to be in the Church, aiifiirvauL, a breathing together the same 
breath ; for the sacrifice of the Church is the word that ascends 
as incense from the holy souls, their whole minds together, with 
their sacrifice, being made known to God," Origeu, in answer 
to Cetsus, who charges Christians with using barbarous words 

• Vid. Lightfoot, vol. 2. 15E, 158. 

i Apolog. 2. p. 97, 98, [p. 82, 83. Pir. 1742.] 

Lib. 8. c. 10. {Lahhe, ConoU. vol. 1. p. 469. Lut. Par. 1671.] 
Dm. 1. p. 717. [p. B*8. Venet. 175?.] 
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in their worship, tells him that it is utterly false, that " the 
Greeks, in their prayers, used tlie Greek, the Romaua the 
Latin ; and that every one prayed to God, and praised him in 
his own dialect ; and BO uie Lord of all dialects hears them 
praying to him in every dialect, expressing, with one voice, in 
diverH tongues, the things which those divers tongues signify ; 
for he prefers not one tongue before another, whether it be 
Greek or barbarous, as being either ignorant of, or not regard- 
ing what is spoken in other languages."* By which it is evi- 
dent that Christian assemblies did then, not only pray the 
same prayers (for otherwise, how could they be said to pray 
with one yoice?) bnt also that their prayers were all expressed 
in their own vulgar. St. (Jyorian expressly tells us, that "in 
their assemblies with the bretWen, they celebrated the divine 
sacrifices of prayer and eucharist, together with the priest of 
God."f And to name no more, St. Basil in his apologetic epistle 
for his monks, tells the clei^ of Neoctesarea that "at break 
of day we all in common, as &om one mouth and heart, offer a 
psalm of confession to God, every one making the penitential 
words hia own ; and if you shun us for these things, you must 
shun the Egyptians also, both the Libyas, those ot Thebes, 
Palestine, Arabia, Phosnicia, Syria, and the inhabitants near 
Euphrates ; and in a word, all those that have any esteem for 
prayers, and vigils, and psalmodies."! Which plainly shews, 
that it was then the manner of all Chnstian assemblies, to job 
together in the same prayer ; and that they did not only pray 
them, but vocally repeat them after the priests, is evident from 
what he elsewhere tells us ; and St. Ambrose from him, vie. 
" That from tlic prayers of men, women, and children to God, 
a mixed sound was heard in the Church, as it were of a wave 
dashing against the Bhore."^ A great many more authorities 
might be produced to this purpose ; || but these I think are 
sufficient to satisfy any modest man, that in the pubUc prayers 
both of the Jewish and Christian Church, the people were 
always looked upon as obhgcd to join and hear their parts : 
and if in this the Church of Rome be singular from all other 
Churches (as our authors will have her) the more is her shame ; 
and though this be bad enough, I wish to God it were the only 
criminal singularity she is guilty of. But, 

• Cont. Ccls. p. 402. [vol. 1. p. 769. Par. 1733.] 
t De Orat. Dom. [ut supra, p. 115.3 
J Ep. 63. p. 95. 

4 Heiam, Horn, 4. To. 1. p. 46. [vol. 1. p. 55. Par. 1839.] 
_ j See a TreMJie in Con&itatioii of the Lotia Sciiicb, 
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Fourtlily, and lastly. The Churcli of Rome herself must be 
forced to awa, that the people are obliged to join in her public 
prayers with the priests, or lo canfcBs herself guilty of the 
highest absurdity ; for both in her Mass aud Sreviory, the 
priest is ordered to preface a great part of the prayers with 
Oremitt, i, e. " Let us pray." Now I beseech you, who doth 
the priest tnean by hj i* I cannot think he means himself 
only, for then he must split himself iu twain to make an it« ; 
and divide himself by his Christian name, from himself in his 
surname ; aud so Joseph must call to Mumford, " Let na 
pray ;" and if he means not this (as sure it is not imaginable 
he should mean so wild an absurdity in such a serious matter) 
he must mean himself and the people : but then, why should 
he call upon the people to pray, if they are not obliged to 
pray with him ? If it be said that he only calls upon the 
people to pray, but not to join with him in the same prayer ; 
besides that dierc can be no reason assigned, why the neople 
should not join in the same prayers ; and a great deal wliy 
they should, these prayers containing nothing in them but 
what is as proper for the people as the priests : besides this, I 
say, it is evident that the intention of this Oremut is, to cxdte 
both priests and people to join together in the same prayer; 
fur the priest speaks to himself, conjunctly with the people, 
"Let you aud I pray;" and therefore his meauing must be 
the same to both, hut to himself hia meaning is to excite him- 
self to pray the following prayer, and therefore it must be 
the same to the people : as for instance, when in the office of 
the Vigils of Pentecost, the priest saith, " Let us pray : O 
God, who hast commanded us, by the months of the prophets, 
to forsake temporal things, and pursue eternal," &c. it is plain 
that he admomshes himself to pray this very prayer ; because 
immediately atler he is to read a portion of Scripture ; and 
therefore he must either read one prayer, aud pray another, or 
pray that prayer, or none : and if the meauing of his Oretaiu 
be to excite himself to pray that prayer, it must be to excite 
the people to do the same ; which necessarily supposes the 
people to be obliged to join with the priest in the same 
prayers, otherwise the Oremus signifies nothing ; and indeed, 
take it at best, it signifies nothing to the generaUty of the 
people, few of whom understand the significatiou of it ; and 
suppose they all understand that it signifies " Let us pray," 
yet are they never the wiser for it : for what must they pray 
why they must pray, Deus qui nobis per prophetarvm ora, 
&c. fiut, good sir, what is that X Why it is Latin. la it so ' 



*■ PBAYEKS IN AH UKKKOWN TOKGDE. 



61 



Truly had it been "Welsh or Arabic, it had been all one ; we 
understand neither the one nor the other. Understand! what 
is that to the purpose ? I tell yoQ, jou must pray it, whether 
you understand it or no. That is a very hard case indeed, for 
a company of silly souls as we are, to be required to pray we 
know not what ; or, which is the same thing, to desire and 
hope for good things in nubibus, where we know neither what 
they are, nor of what importance they are to us ; and the 
truth of it is, it is not only hard, but impossible ; for seeing it 
b the knowledge of good things that renders them desirable, 
how is it possible for men to pray for, or desire of God the 
good things contauied in a prayer, of which they hare no 
knowledge, and which, for all they know, may be a ohann 
instead of a prayer, or au imprecation of mischief, instead of A 
supplication for mercies. But let this be as it will, it is a plain 
case, that whenever the priest pronounces his Oretmia (which 
he is very frequently obhged to do), he calls upon the people 
to join with lum in the same prayer, which supposes them 
obliged so to do : and if they are so, it is evident our disparity- 
makers depart as far from the sense of their own Church, as 
from the truth, when they tell us that the people were obliged 
to join in those inspired prayers which St. Paul treats of, but 
not in the stated liturgy of the Church ; and that therefore 
there is not the same necessity why the latter should be in a 
known tongue, as the former. 

3rdly, and lastly. Another disparity they make between these 
two sorts of prayer, is in respect of tlie languages in which 
they were expressed. "The Apostle," saith BeUarmine, 
"speaks of that sort of prayer and giving of thanks, which 
was performed by the gift of tongues, in some language that 
was utterly extraneous, which nobody understood, as Arabic 
or Persic ; and which he who spoke it, many times did not 
understand ; hut he doth not speak of the divine offices, 
which being composed in Greek, were understood of many ;" * 
and to the same purpose Fisher,t Vane,! and the lthemists,§ 
who tell us, "The Apostle condemns a barbaroua tongu^ but 
not that which is understood by learned and civil people in 
every great city, as Hebrew, Greek, and Latin:" and to the 
same note cants our Scripturist, who is sure never to boggle 
at an absurdity wherever bis master BeUarmine leads the way: 
" St. Paul," saith he, " doth not so much as mean here to ex- 
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clnde the uae of auch well knonn totigura as Greek and Ladn 
were ; that is, such as were the languages* well known to all 
the better bred sort of moat nationa -, so that here is nothing 
against the mass said in Latin through the Latin Churches, 
or m all those western parts, where all knowing and under- 
standing men very commonly know this language.' To which 
I answer : 

First, That this pretended diaparity perfectly contradicts 
the two former, I'w. that the stated prayers of the Church are 
not designed either to instruct the people, or for the people to 
join in them ; for both which purpoaes, those inspired pravera, 
of which St. Paul discourscB, were directly intended; and there- 
fore, though it was very needful that the people should un- 
Stand the latter, yet it b altogether indifferent whether they 
understand the former or no ; and if it be so, it is all one 
what the unknown language is, whether it be barbarous or 
civil, Arabic or Greek, or Latin, provided that the priest un- 
derstands it ; and if he doth not, he may as well officiate 
mass in Arabic written in Latin characters, as those priests do 
in Latin, who understand neither Latin nor Arabic. To what 
purpose therefore do they tell us, that " the Apostle condemns 
only a barbarous tongue, which nobody understands, but not 
that which is understood by learned and civil people?" It is 
needful or no for the people to understand their prayers ? If 
not, why should the Apostle condemn a barbu'ouB tongue, 
which nobody understands, and which nobody needs to under- 
stand ? If it he, their two former disparities vuush into air, 
there being no other imaginable reasons why it should be 
needful for them to understand their prayers, but only that 
they be instructed by them, and enabled to join in them. The 
Apostle, you say, " means to exclude barbarous tongues, such 
as Persic and Arabic :" and pray why doth he so 1 Because 
nobody understands them : but what need any body under- 
stand them 7 (and if none need, the Apostle meant to exclude 
them without reason) unless it be that they may be directed 
what to pray for, and instructed to join in the prayer ; and if 
so, then it seems it is needful both that the people should be 
instructed by, and join in the stated prayers of the Church as 
well as in those extemporary inspired prayers. And thus 
to establish n third disparity, you have fairly tript up the 
heels of the two foregomg : " the Apostle doth not mean," 
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you say, "to exclude the use of such well known tongues bs 
Greek and Latin were, which were understood by all the better 
bred sort of most nations ;" and why not these as well as 
Peraic and Arabic 1 Why, because these are better under- 
stood. Ware Hawk, I beseech you I this is a very dangerous 
reason, and if I may advise you, do not meddle with it ; for 
then it will unluckily follow, not only that pubhc prayers 
ought to be celebrated in such languages as are best under- 
stood (and I am apt to think English in England is better 
understood than Latin), but also that the people onght (at 
least those of them that are better bred) to understand 
their prayers, so that they may be instructed by them, and 
join in them, and then good night to your two preceding dis- 
parities ; but this is the common fate of men that are listed 
to serve a bad cause, that their reasons generally fall foul upon 
themselves, and instead of encountering their adversaries, run 
a tilt at one another. 

Secondly, That if this objection aigniiy anything, it allows 
it to be very needful for men of learning and education to un- 
derstand their prayers, but not for the unlearned, which is 
notoriously false ; for it grants that the Apostle condemns the 
use of such barbarous tongues in prayer as nobody under- 
stands, but not of such as are understood by men of learning 
and good education : from whence it must follow, either that 
the Apostle doth needlessly condemn such barbarous languages 
in public prayer, as the learned do not understand, or that it 
is needful that the learned should understand the public 
prayers, but not the unlearned, which is directly contrary to 
the sense of the Apostle, "Else when thou shalt bless with 
the spirit, how shall he that occupieth the room of the un- 
learned, say Amen at thy giving of thanks, seeing he under- 
standeth not what thou sayest t" Where he plainly condemna 
the use of an unknown tongue in prayer, not so much for the 
sake of the learned as the unlearned ; for it seems the un- 
known languages, in which they prayed, were, some of them 
at least, such as the learned among them did as well under- 
stand, and consequently could as well say Amen to, as the 
learned among us do the Latin prayers in the Roman liturgy. 
But this would not suffice our Apostle, though it very well 
suffices our objectors ; it is sufficient, they say, that the public 
prayers be expressed in a language that the learned, in all 
countries and congregations, understand, and can say Amen 
to ; this is not sufficient, saith the Apostle, the language of 
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your public prayers ought to be micb, as the unleuned u well 
as the learned iinderslanJ, and can say Amen to. Here are 
two contradiclory sentences ; nhicb of tbem is in tbe right, 1 
leave St. Paul and tbem to dispute ; but our dapper Touch- 
stone, who, in his Road of ContToversies, rarely Tentiires a step 
farther than Bellarmine leads him, here thinks he may make 

05 bold to contradict his guide, as he doth to contradict St. 
Paul ; and truly so far 1 conceive he is in the right : but then 
presently after he is as much in the wrong again,* " For," 
eaith he, " St. Paul's saying, how shall he that occupieth the 
room of the unlearned say Anien ? shew such giving of 
tbauka was not accustomed to be made in tbe vidgar tongue, 
and requires, or rather supposes, that in the services of the 
Church there should be some other to supply the room of the 
unlearned ; that is, one that should have further understanding 
of the tongue in which the service of the Church is said ; 
but had the sen-ice been in the vulgar tongue, there needed 
no man to have supplied the place of the ideot that under- 
Btandeth not :" so that then it seems they had a learned clerk 
in every congregation, who perfectly understood that unknown 
tongue, in which the service of the Church was said, and said 
Amen to it for tbe ideots and unlearned ; in which choice 
period, the good man, to shew bis impartiality, contradicts 
himself as well as Bellarmine ; for a little before, in answer to 
this test of St. Paul, he very gravely tells us, tbat-f" " there 
were two kinds of prayer, or giving thanks, in the Church ; 
the one private, which every man saith by himself alone j the 
other public, which tbe priest sailh in the name and person of 
tbe whole Church. As concerning private prayer, no CathoUc 
denies that it is very expedient that every man pray in his 
own tongue, to the end he may understand what be says." 
So then it seems the prayer in an unkuowu tongue, which St, 
Paul condemns, is only private prayer, which every one saith 
alone hy himself, otherwise to what purpose is all this? And 
if so, our clerk's place will be void again ; for how great 
plenty of clerks soever there might be in tbe primitive ages, 
I can hardly imagine that every one in the congregation had a 
clerk at bis elbow ready to say Amen to bis private prayer, as 
soon as it was finished ; but uf tbe prayer in the first sentence 
be pubhc (as our author affirms it is, when he cells it the 
service of the Church), and the same prayer in the 
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sentence be a private prayer (as it must be, or the whole must 
be impertinent), I see no way he hath to vindicate himself from 
a plain self-contradiction, bnt to dismiss his distinction and his 
derk together. But instead of doing this, in the nest para- 
graph he falls bloodily foul upon the poor ministers of Geneva, 
for attempting to turn his imaginary clerk out of his desk, by 
rendering St. Paul's words most deceitfully and maliciously 
thus;* "He that is an ideot, how shall he say Amen?" in- 
stead of " He who supplies the place of an ideot." A wise man, 
one would think, when he thus lays about him, should make 
some distinction between his friends and hia enemies ; but out 
wise author here deals hb blows at random, and makes no dis- 
tinction between those hated ministers and his own dear master 
Bellarmiue, hut mauls them both together; for they both agree 
in the same interpretation, and are equally guilty of interpreting 
our dear clerk out of his place and function ; for so BeUarmine 
tells uSjf " that those words of the Apostle, 6 di'curXijpuv tou 
T&wov Tov 'l2iiirou, a<?cording to the Greek phraseology, doth not 
signify one that acts for, or instead of the ideot, but one that 
sits in the place of the ideot, or is an ideot, or of the class of 
the ideots, as St. Chrysostom and Theophylact upon the 
place ;" of which he gives several instances ; and then in the 
next paragraph hut one, he tells us, that " in the times of the 
Apostles all the people did respond m the divine offices, and 
that there was no man constituted to respond for them ;" for 
which he quotes the afore-cited paasaaie of Justin Martyr, at 
the end of his second Apology ; and then he goes on to shew, 
that the same custom was continued for a long while after, 
both ID the Eastern and Western Churches, which he proves 
unanswerably from St. Chrysostom's Liturgy, and from St. 
Cyprian's sermon on the Lord's Prayer, and St, Jerome's pre- 
face to his second book on the Epiatle to the Galatians ; to 
which, if he had thought fit, he might have added several 
other anthorities : all which our author would have done well 
to consider, before he fell into those raving fits against the 
ministers of Geneva ; in which, instead of correctmg them, 
he only forces them to take up the primitive Fathers and his 
own dear master together, and lashes them most unmercifully 
upon their backs. 

Well then, after all, it seems this objection of our adversaries 
is as direct a contradiction of St. Paul as of us i he tells you 
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that he mpana to exclude praying in all auch langunges as the 
unlearned do uot understand, and therefore cauuot eay Amen 
to. No, eay our adversaries, by your good leave St. Paul, your 
meaning is only to exclude praying in such languages as the 
more learned do not understand ; so that it seems they under- 
stand St. Paul's meaning belter than St. Paul himself. But why 
should be mean to esclude such languages only as the more 
learned do not understand ? Is it because scholars only are 
obliged to pray 1 This I think is such a reason as no Christian 
will admit. But nhat other reason can you assign why scholars 
should understand the language of their prayers, but only this, 
that thereby they may be the better enabled to pray ? For if 
thev can pray as well witliout understanding their pravers as 
with it, there can be no imaginable need why either the learned 
or unlearned should understand them, and consequently this 
provision of St. Paul for the learned will be wholly needless 
and impertinent ; but certainly, if to understand the lan- 
guage of our prayers be an advantage to us in prayer, the 
unlearned must have au equal right to it with the learned, 
seeing both are equally obliged to pray ; as for the learned, they 
understand their prayers as well in the vulgar as in any learned 
language ; hut the unlearned understand them only in their 
own vulgar. Why then should the unlearned be excluded 
from this great advantage of understanding their prayers ; 
whenas, would the Church but give leave, they might enioy it 
in common with the learned ? But if there were a necessity of 
excluding one or the other, I should think it much more charit- 
able to exclude the learned, the other being incomparably the 
greatest number ; for if the advantage of the hearers be at all 
to be regarded in the service of the Church, then certwidy the 
advantage of the most hearers is most to be regarded. 

Thirdly, That St. Paul condemns the use of an unknown 
tongue in prayer, not because it is barbarous, but because it is 
unknown ; and this his reasoning against the use of it doth all 
along shew,, because he that uses it, speaks not to men, 
because he doth not edify the Church, because his understand- 
ing is unfruitful to others, because he doth not teach or in- 
struct others ; and because others, not understanding him, can- 
not say Amen to him. AU which, in other words, amounts to 
ire than this, because the tongue being unknown can con- 
notices of the speaker's mind to the hearers. To what 
talk of barbarous and lea 
1 speaks in Latin to those 
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understand not Latin, he is far from apeakmg to them, teach- 
ing and ediiying them ; and if he prays in Latin, his under- 
standing is as unlruitful to them, and they are as far from 
being able to say Amen to his prayer as if he spoke and prayed 
in Arabic or Fersio. But Latin is a language which all scholars 
understand. What then? The question is not, whether some 
or all scholars understand it, but whether the people understand 
it, of whom the religious assemhlies do consist ? For if they do 
not, it is an unknown language ^ler all. There were in some 
of those Corinthian assembhes such as could interpret the un- 
known languages that were spoke there, and consequently 
understood them ; notwithstanding which, St. Faul condemns 
the use of them, because they were unknown to the people. 
We are told indeed by the sage author of Protestancy destitute 
of Scripture-proof,* "that their fixed forms of divine offices are 
in a language the most certain and the most intelligible, not 
only in Christendom, but in every auditory." Which if it be 
true, the controversy is at an end ; for we desire no more but 
to have the public prayers performed in such a language as 
is most intelligible to every auditory. But, good Sir, are 
not your divine offices in Latin ? And do you seriously 
believe that English is not incomparably better understood in 
our Enghsh auditories than Latin f I am sure if you do, your 
faith is of a pecuhar make from all the world's. But pray, 
how is it most iuteihgible 1 For hitherto this seems to me one 
of the wildest paradoxes that ever was published to the world. 
Why you must know it is not intelhgible, as all other lan- 
guages are, by the particular form and articulation of its words. 
No ! then I dare boldly say, it is so intelligible as never any 
language was since the confusion of languages. But how then, 
I beseech you ? Why, it is " intelhgible to every one, by either 
actions, or ceremonies, or circumstances," &c. I confess for such 
an action, to speak so or so, or that this or that is the language 
of such a ceremony or circumstance, are figurative expres- 
sions, common enough in most languages ; but for a language 
to speak, or to be iutelUgibie by actions or ceremonies, is such 
a scheme of speech as uo figure will warrant that I eter yet 
heard of, unless it he the figure blunder ; we will allow your 
actions, your ceremonies and circumstances to be very signi- 
ficant, and their significations to be very intelligible. But pray 
bwJiBt is this to your language ? A French shrug, or an Italian 

■ Poge 9. 
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grimsce may be intelligible enough to a man that underatanda 
not one worS either of French or Italian; and so ma; the cring- 
ings and bowings, and prostrations of a moaB-priest be to the 
people, though they unuerstand not one word of all the Latia 
service he recites to them ; but still, if they understand not the 
language, it is in St. Paul's sense unknown to them, how veil 
Mever they understand the ceremonies : and for my life 1 can- 
not see how the inteUigibiUty of the actions and ceremonies 
of their prayers should excuse their espressing them in 
nnintelligible words. For to what end serve these intelli- 
gible actions and ceremonies, unless it be to instruct the people 7 
And in what are they to instruct them, but ia the prayers and 
idivine offices to which they appertain ? And if it be needful 
that the people should be instructed in the prayers (as it must 
be, or these actious and ceremonies must he needless), 1 would 
hia know which is the more likely way to instruct them, whether 
by dumb signs and shows, or hy inteUigihle words, or whether 
the people would not better understand the prayers bv hearing 
them pronoimced or read in their own language, than hy seeing 
t priest perform the most significaut actions or ceremonies of 

Erayer 1 And if they woulJ, pray how doth your using the 
«st effectual means to instruct the people, excuse your wilM 
tieglect of the most effectual means ? So that in all this pr^ 
tence there is nothing hut perfect shuffling. The question 
between you and us is, whether the people understand the 
language of yonr prayers ? For if they do not, it is unknown 
to them, andunderthat notion is condemned by St. Paul. Some 
people, you say, do understand it ; that is, one in five hundred 
perhaps understands it ; and so many, it is probable of the 
Corinthian people understood Arabic and Persic. Or suppose 
it were but one in a thousand, the case is still the same. If 
the generality of the people are the people ; and the generality 
of our people do no more understand Latin than the generality 
of the Corinthians did Arabic or Persic, the one as well as the 
other must he an unknown tongue to the people ; and if it he 
so, I see no way you have, after all your tricking, shuffling, and 
doubhng, to justify your Latin senice, but hy appealing from 
St. Paul's authority. 

Fourthly, and lastly. That supposing the people did under- 
stand Latin when they hear it, yet this will not at all excuse 
their muttering their Latin prayers in so low o voice that the 
people camiot hear them. The Representer tells us, that if 
their prayers were in their mother-tongue, he should receive but 
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^fittle advantage b^ it, because the greatest part is s^d in so 

, low a voice tbat it ia aot possible he should hear it. And if 

this be true, I am fully of hia mind, becauae words which he 

doth not hear, can doubtless signify no more to him than words 

which he doth not understand. But this is only escusiug one 

fault by another ; for if it be a fault to perform the pubhc 

prayers in an unknowu tongue, it is doubtless as great a fault 

to perform them iu an unheard tongue, seeing what is unheard 

must be unknown. But why do they mutter them in so low a 

voice, contrary to the current sense and practice of the Primitive 

_ Church ? I confess, if the language of them be unknown to 

W the people (as I doubt it is), it is no great matter how low the 

■ Toice ia in which they are pronounced ; for to what end 
fcliiould the people hear that which they cannot understand? 
W. But if they do understand a Latin prayer when they hear it (as 
W tome of their bolder sort of authors would fmn insinuate they 
K do), I am sure they do not understand it when they hear it 
^itot. An unknown language in public prayer is forbid because 
Kit hinders the people from understanding the prayers ; and in 
Biny opinion, it is as hard for the people to understand the 
Fprayers in a known language, when they do not hear it, as in an 
P Unknown language when they do hear it : but if they can under- 
K'stand it, notwithstanding they neither know the language, nor 

■ hear the words of it, truly they are much greater conjurors 
I than ever I took them for. 

I _ And thus, I think, I hare returned a fiill answer to all the 
I eavils of our adversaries, the very best of which are so very 

■ thin and transparent, that if I might advise them, they should 

■ tamper no more with 1 Cor. xiv. And seeing there is no per- 
1 soading St. Paul, either by fair means or foul, to be reconciled 
K to their practice, even to let him alone for the future to abound 
I in his own sense ; and this some of their own authors have 
I judged the most advisable course, who having tried all manner 
I (rf artifice to vex and torture the text into a compliance with 
I their Church's service, and all to no purpose, were at last 

■ ferced to betake themselves to this resolution, that* " the 
V Church doth not at all offend in departing from this institution 
I of St. Paul, it bdng left iree to the Church, not only to violate 
t this institution of St. Paul, but also the institution of God him- 
■>«elf, supposing it to have been once profitable to the Church, 
fthut now unprofitable." And this I confess is a fidl Catholic 

K '' Tid. Hoftmeut. ia 1 Cur. liv. p. 2Ti. 
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answer, not only to what St. Pftnl, but also to what God him- 
self hath said, or can say. But before they attribute to their 
Church such an exorbitant authority over the word of God, i( 
concerns them to beware, lest wmle they seek to evade St. 
Paul's authority, they verify his prophecy in 2 Thess. ii. 3, 4, 
where he tells us, '' that the day of Christ shall not come, except 
there come a falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed, 
the son of perdition ; who opposeth and exalteth himself above 
all that is called God, or that is worshipped ; so that he as 
God sitteth in the temple of Grod, shewing himself that he 
is God." 



THE WORSHIP OF THE CHURCH OF ROME JUSTLY CON- 
DEMNED, AS DIRECTING PRAYERS TO SAINTS AND 



I 



A DISCOURSE 
INVOCATION OF SAINTS. 



AMONcaT many other very corrupt and erroneous doctrines 
of the Romanists, the Church of England in her twentj- 
Becond Article, condemns that of Invocation of Saints, as a 
"fond thing, vainly invented, and grounded upon no warranty 
nfScripture, but rather repugnant to the word of God;" and in 
her learned homily against the Peril of Idolatry, pnsses yet a 
much severer censure upon it, and makes oD those that be- 
lieve and practise it, "guilty of the same idolatry that was 
amongst Ethnics and Gentiles." How sharp soever this 
charge may be thought to be, it is, you see, the plain sense 
and judgment of our Church, and what I believe is the truth, 
and no hard matter to make good. 

To proceed therefore in the easiest and clearest method I 
can, I propose to sum up all that I think needful to be said 
upon it, under these following beads : 

I. What is the professed doctrine and practice of the Church 
of Borne as to Invocation of Saints. 

II. On what occasion it began and spread in the Church. 

III. That there is not the least proof for it from Scripture. 

IV. That there is no proof for it from the Fathers of the 
first three hundred years, and more. 

V. That there is full and evident proof in Scripture against it. 

VI. Thai the Fathers of the first and purest ages, till after 
three hundred, are all express and positive in their writings 
against it. 

VII. That the doctrine and practice of Saint-iavoeation is 
impious and idolatrous. 
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Wkal it the pro/eeaerl Doctrine and Praefief of the Church of 
Rome, at to Invocation of Sa'tntt ? 

An Bccount of this I ahall gire you first in general, as it is 
get tlowii in the decree of the Trent Coiindl, and then lay it 
before jou more at lai^e distributed under several particulars. 

In the twenty-fifth session of that packed synod, we have its 
decree in these words : " That all bishops and pastors, that 
have the care of souls, do diligently instruct their flock, that 
it is good and profitable, humUy to pray unto the saiuts, and 
to have recourse to their prayers, help, and aid." And then 
to reinforce the obligation of it, it denounces m anathema 
against all those who shall find fault with il, or refuse to 
practise it -, so that now, whosoever shall he so hardy as lo 
think and teach the contrary, to say, that cither it ought not 
to he done, or that it is a foolish thing to do it ; that the 
practice is httle less than idolatry, repugnant to the doctrine 
of the Scriptures, hugely derogatory to the glory of God, as 
sole Governor of the world, and highly iujurious to the honour 
of Christ, as the only Mediator betwixt God and man, does, in 
the judgment of that Church, think impiously ; and if the 
Pope's power, as well as his infalhbihty, does not fail him, he 
must be cursed and damned for it. But, for once, not to he 
frighted with his vun thunder, 1 shall proceed, in due place, 
hy God's assistance, to prove all the aforegoing particulars 
against it, when I have given you yet a fuller description of it. 
First then : 

I . The least and most eitcusahle thing in this doctrine and 
practice is, lo pray to saints to pray for them. Thus much is 
not only confessed by them, but made the pretence to bring 
oif this doctrine without the charge of idolatry and creature- 
worship : We do no more, in praying to saints departed, say 
they, than one living Christian does to another, when he says. 
Pray, sir, pray for me, or remember me in your prayers. But 
was this indeed the true meaning of such devotions, it is so 
far from being any justification of them, that the apology itself 
is sinful ; and admitting the excuse, the practice no less to be 
condemned. For, 

When they pray to saints departed to pray for them, those 
saints do either hear their prayers, and become acauainted 
with their desires, or they do not ; if they do hear all those 
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prayers that are put up to them at the same time hy innu- 
inerable persons, and that m far distant places, what is this 
but to ascribe to them tliat ubiquity and omnipresence, that is 
solely, peculiarly, and incommunicably in God 1 If they do 
not, then it is very absurd and ridiculous, and a great abuse 
of that reason God hatb given men for other ends than to 
trifle with, to pray to them. For, to what purpose should 
they pray to them that cannot hear them ? Why should they 
beseech those to be their advocates to God, and recommend 
their particular cases to him, whose cases they cannot, hy any 
way that we know of, come to understand? As for their 
learning and seeing all things in the glass of the Trinity, or 
learning them by particular revelation from God ; as God has 
declared no such thing to us, so is it not to be known by the 
light of nature, but the contrary is very probable, if not cer- 
tain J as shall he made to appear by the sequel of this dis- 
course. It is not denied but that blessed spirits, who are 
safely landed upon the shore, do pray for their partners who 
are still behind beating it on the waves ; it is not denied but 
that saints in heaven may pray in particular to God for their 
friends and relations, whose necessities and infirmities they 
were well acquainted with before they left the body : so it was 
^;reed betwixt St. Cyprian and Cornelius, that who went first 
to glory, should be mmdful of the other's condition to God ; 
for why should their memories or their charity be thought to 
be less in heaven, thmi they were on earth ? We know it was 
the practice of some good men in the primitive times, to re- 
commend themselves to the prayers of the saints ; that is, to 
desire God to hear the prayers that the saints in heaven did 
make in their behalf; and to apply themselves to the martyrs 
a little before their suflering, when they themselves were 
entered into bhas, to intercede with God for those who were 
yet on the way passing thither with fear and trembling. But 
now is there no difference betwixt the saints' intercessions for ns, 
and our invocation of them ? Betwixt their praying for ns in 
heaven, and our praying to them on earth? Is there no dif- 
ference betwixt one living Christian praying to another to pray 
for him, who hears his request, and who is acquainted with 
his condition, and our addressing to saints departed to pray 
for us, who know us not, and who are ignorant of our state ? 
Again, when they pray to saints departed, they do it with 
Lelkll the rites and solemnities of a religious worship, in sacred 
*■ upon their knees, with uncovered head, with hands and 
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eyes lifted up, in timers and places dedicated to God's worahip ; 
now, though it should be true, tliat they do no more than 
pray to aunts to pray for them : yet doing it in that manner, 
with snch extern^ acts of devotion that arc confessed to be 
the same wherewith we call on God, I do not see how they 
can be excused, even on this account, from attributing that 
honour to the creature, which is due only to the Creator. As 
God is owned to be infinite in himself, and to have incommu- 
nicabie perfections, bo there ought to be some peeuhar and 
appropriate acts and signs of worship to signify, that we do 
inwardly so esteem and believe of God : and when these are 
once determined by the law of God, or the univerBal reason 
and consent of mankind, the applying them to any else but 
him, is a plain, violating his peculiarities, and robbing him of 
his honour. And now in this respect also 1 cannot discern 
bow the Romish invocation of saints is of the same nature 
with our requesting our fellow-members to pray for us. For 
(not to mention again the presence of these, and the absence 
of the other), is there no difference betwixt my desiring an 
eminently good Christian to pray for me, and falling down on 
my knees, with hands and eyes Ufted up, and that in a temple 
to him, with that request? Would not every good man, that 
lias any regard for the honour of God. presently shew his de- 
testation of such an action ? Would he not say to me, as 
St. Peter to Coraelius falling down before him, " Stand up, I 
myself also am a man ?" Would he not, with St. Paul, have 
rent his garments, and with much holy indignation cried out 
to me, as he to the men of Lystra, designing the same honours 
to him and Barnabas, wherewith they worshipped their gods, 

L" Why do ye these things 1 we also are men of like passions 
with you." As the saints in heaven cannot be supposed to 
lose anything of their love and charity towards their fellow- 
members by going thither ; so neither can they be thought to 
abate anything of their zeal and fervour for the honour of 
God ; and therefore certwuly what they tlid and would have 
refused here on earth, they must, with higher degrees of ab- 
horrence, reject now they are in heaven. 
Moreover, if this be all they mean by all their several offices 
of devotions to saints departed, that they should pray for them 
unto God, why in all this time that these forms have been 
complained of, has not the sense oftbem been better expressed ? 
Whence, I pray, shall we take the meaning of snch prayers, 
but from the usual signification of the words ? But if not, 
I 
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why has no inQuisition prtBeed upon them ? Why hare not 

the grossest ana rankest for superstition, and encroaching oQ 
the prerogative of God, been expnonged and blottfld out? 
Why all this while has there been no review, no coniinenti 
upon them, no cautions and instnietions written and bound 
up with their Breviaries, Rosaries and Hours, that the people , 
might know how to understand them ? If the form of wordi I 
in their saint-invocation be the same that is used to God, but 
their sense and meaning otherwise ; why don't they tell this | 
to the world, and make their explication as public and i 
general as the prayers ? 

Certainly, the bishops and governors of the Romish Churcl^ i 
and those that have the care of souls amongst them, are either ' 
guilty of gross and wilful neglects to the people, or else, 
whatcTer they say to us, their will is, that tho people should 
understand those prayers according to the customary and 
received use of the words ; and then I am sure they pray, not 
only to saints to pray for them unto God, in order to the ob- 
taining of him such aids and supplies fts they want, but to 
saints themselves for those very blessings : as will appear at 
large in the next particular. ] 

2. They pray to saints departed for those very blessings ] 
that none but God can give. To what purpose else do the* I 
advise us to fly, not only to their prayers, but " their help anS I 
assistance ;" * which words, " help and assistance," would | 
have been altogether superfluous, was not something else meant 
by them, than only that of their prayers. 

To what purpose else do they jiray to them to "Tisit" 
them,t " to make haste and come" to them, did they not 
expect some other aid and assistance from them, than bare 
praying for them t For that certainly might have been better 1 
and more conveniently performed in heaven, before the face | 
of God. 

To what purpose else, in some particular cases, do they pnt I 
up their addresses to one saint, riither than to another, accord- ] 
ing as in this world they were famous, either lor some eminent 
grace shining in them, or for some strange cure, or extraordi- 
nary deliverance wrought by them, but only that they believe 
and trust, that those who did such great things on earth, a 
much more willing and able to do them now they are 
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heaven, where, while other graces cease, charity and beneficence 
are perfected and abide for ever? 

Thus because St. Roche was sivnallv charitable in asustiiig 
those who were infected with the plague, therefore do they 
call upon him in tiniea of infection; because St. ApoUonia had 
all her teeth struck out for her undaunted confession of the 
iaith of Jesus, therefore do they fly to her for ease against the 
ra^ of teeth ; because St. George was hy profession a soldier, 
and renowned for wonderfnl nchievementa, therefore hare they 
recourse to him for assistance against enemies. It is true, was 
it lawful to address to any at all, this might be a sufhdent 
reason, why they address tjj this rather than to another saint, 
because bis or her former actions or sufferings do best suit and 
befit their present case ; but being not sure that these and 
such-hke canonized saints of the Romish Church, arc saints in 
heaTen ; being sure, if they are, they cannot hear us, nor 
know our particular state, much less bestow health and deli- 
verance upon uB, whilst we love and honour the memory of 
saints indeed, we ought to call only upon God, who only "is 
a present help in time of need," and " the Sariour of them 
that put their trust in bim." 

But to put tilts out of doubt, it will not he amiss to set 
down some of their forms of devotion to saints departed : and 
here, not to rake for them in some obscure authors, that have 
privately stole into the world, I shall need go no farther than 
the present Roman Breviary, corrected and published by the 
decree and order of the Council of Trent. The blessed Virgin 
is there invocated in the feast of the Assumption, ' ' for strength 
against enemies;" audinthehymnfreqnentlyusedin her office, 
she is not only called "the gate of heaven," but intreated to 
" loose the bonds of the guilty, to give light to the blind, to drive 
away oar evils, to obtain good things for us, and to shew herself 
to be a mother" (that is, as the Mass-hook of Paris, 1 034, mter- 
prets it),* "in right of a mother to command her son." In 
another place she is sued to " for help to the miserable, for 
strength to the weak, for comfort to the afflicted, and that all that 
celebrate her festivids may feel her assistance :" and but that I 

* O felil pnerpera, noatra piooa scelera, jure matrie impcra Redemp- 
tori. Dan. de Cultu Latin, [Adv. Latin, de Rel. Cult. Ohjecto.] lib. 3. 
cap. 4. p, 359, [Genev. 1G64,] Not denied by NaCalis Alesander, though 
he uiFReTB this citation of Dulle, only he says, Non est ab Ecclesja probata, 
etquibuKdatn tantum missatibus olim inaerbieet. Hiit. EccI, Sec.fi. diswrt. 
S [diasert. 2b.] p. 343, 3<7. [vol. 9, p 773. Ding, ad Rhen. 1787.] 
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SMd I would not hunt for matter, I could send you to authors 
of theirs, and not of the least note, where we may read such 
blasphemy as this : " that God hath given the Virgin Mary 
half of hia kingdom."* " That the prayers made to, and by 
the saints, are better than those made by Christ. "f " That 
the mother's milk is equally to be esteemed with the son's 
blood. "t This you may take for a taste of that hyperdulia, 
that super-refined service, which they put up to the blessed 
Virgin ; and yet that to the Apostles, and other saints of less 
magnitude, comes not much behind it ; St. Peter is entreated, 
by the power given to him, " to hear their prayers, to untie the | 
bonds of their iniquity, and to open the gates of heaven :" all ' 
the Apoatlea,§ "to absolve them from their sins, by thdt 
command to heal all their spiritual maladies, and to increase 
their virtues." [| St. Andrew is supplicated "for patience, to i 
bear cheerfully the cross of Christ ;" St. Francis " for deli- ' 
verance from the drudgery and bondage of sin;" St. Bridget ' 
" for wisdom against the snares of the world ;" St. Nicholas , 
"for courage against the assaults of the devil;" St. Agnes > 
" for the chiefest of graces, that of charity ;" and St. Cath^ i 
rine" for all graces:" we are taught to pray to be delivered from ' 
hell, and to he made partakers of heaven hy their merits ;^ to I 
fly to them as our patrons and advocates, to put confidence in 
their intercessions, and to ascribe our mercies and deliverances ' 
to their power and interest in God. In the ofRee of visitation i 
of the sick, the priest laying his hand upon the head of the I 
sick person, prays,** "that Jesns the son of Mary, and Saviour 
of the world, would for the merits and intercession of hia holy 
Apostles Peter and Paul, and all saints, be gracious and mer- 
crfiil to him :" and in another place in the same office, that'f'f' 
" through the intercession of the blessed Virgin and all saints, 
he might obtain eternal life." These are enough ; but I can- 
not omit one more, which is a flower indeed ; in the office 
about the sacrament of penance, there is found this remark- 
able prayer,JJ " The passion of our Lord Jeaua Christ, the 
merits of the blessed Virgin Mary, and of all saints, and what- 
soever good thon ha^t done, and whatsoever evil thou hast sitf- 

• Bie!. in Can. MU. Sect. 80. t Salmeron in 1 Tim. 2. disc. 8. 

t Carol. Serib, in Amph. hnn. § CommuQ. p. 29, 

II Chemn. exemp. Invocal. Sanct. p. 146. f Breriar. etMisa. 

■• Ritual, de Visit, liilirni. ff Mfritis et interceaaionB S. S. 

iX KiCual. Rom.de Sacram. pceniti fPsssio Domini nostriJesuChrisd, 
merita Marise Virginifl, et nitininm Sauctomm, et quicquid boni feceriA, et 
msli snetinueris sunt tibi in remiasonem |>erc3torDm, augmantoni gnCiK, 
■ nut. Amen. P. 44. Venet. V6&X.\ 
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tered, be to thee for the remission of sina, the increase 
grace, and the reward of eternal life." And 
reader judg;e, if this be not to give the creature that nordiip 
that IS due only to the Creator, and to seek to obtain those 
blessings from finite beings, and through their procurement. 
which only Almighty God, and his blessed Son Jesus Christ, 
can give unto men. 

3. It is the doctrine of the Church of Rome, that mental* 
prayers as veil as tocbI, are to be put up to saints departed : 
so the Trent Council decreed ; so their bishops and pastors 
are enjoined to teacb the people, and so they practise, this 
being a form of prayer to saints, in fretjueut use amongst 
them, ' ' with the desire of our hearts we pray unto you, regard 
the ready scr\'ice of our minds :" so that according to them, 
saints departed do not only hear our prayers, but know our 
hearts also ; aud indeed this is necessarily impUed in every 
prayer that is made to them, me. that they not only bear the 
prayer, but know the disposition of the heart from whence it 
proceeds, otherwise the hypocritical supplicant nmst be sup- 
posed as likely to obtain their favour as the sincerest votary. 

4. They not only pray to them with mental and vocal 
prayer, hut 

They confess their sins to them. Very remarkable is that 
form of confessioD in the reformed Roman Missal if " I con- 
fess to Almighty God, to the ever-bleased Virgin, to blessed 
Michael Archangel, to blessed John Baptist, to the holy 
Apostles Peter and Paul, to all the saints, and to you, brethren, 
that 1 have sinned in thought, word, and deed." 

They make vows to them ; nothing is more common than 
at entrance into some religious orders, thus to express their de- 
votion, " I vow to God and the blessed Virgin ;" then to vow 
that their whole life shall be devoted to the blessed Virgin, or 
some other saist,^ according to that famous pattern, " I 
humbly beg of thee, O mother of all clemency, that thou 
wouldest vouchsafe to admit me into the number of those 
who have devoted themselves to thee, to be thy perpetual ser- 
vants." Another of this kind, not much inferior to it, we 
meet in Horstius,^ viz. " I firmly resolve henceforth to serve 
thee and thy Son with all faithfulness, and for ever to cleave 
to thee." 

■ Voce vel mente EuppUcare. [Labbe, ut supra.] 
f Ordinar. Misse, p. 217. 
i Francis. Alberliii. de Angel. Custoil. p £24. 
^ Horst. in Dedin. Sect. 2. p. 83. 
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They offer up laud nnd praise to them, and entreat them to 
hear aud receive their thank Bgiviiigs ; thus to St. James they 
pray,* "that he would joyfully near the acknowledgments 
that as right and due they paid to him." It is usual willi their 
learned men, to conclude their books with " praise to God and 
the blessed Vir^," particularly Yaleutia and Bellarmine ;. the 
latter of which thus ends his book concenung the worship of 
saints :t " Praise be to God and to the blessed Virgui, also to 
Jesua Christ." Horstius before had it, " thee and thy Son;" 
Bellarmine here, "the blessed Virgin," and then "Jesus 
Christ ;" whereby we may see they give her not only an equal 
part with God in their praises, but placing her before Christ,J 
seem to give her somewhat of pre-eminence above him. 

5. They appoint angels and saints deputies and lieutenants 
under God in the government of the world, aiid stick not to 
make them guardians, patrons, and patronesses over particular 
kingdoms, cities, churches, and single persons. The Scripture 
indeed frequently speaks of the knowledge, presence, diguity, 
occasional ministry, and embassies of holy Angels ; but that 
delegation of power the Romanists give them, whereby they 
make them share empire and dominion with God in the go- 
vernment of the world, can be as little proved of them, as of 
saints departed ; however, I am chiefly to consider their doc- 
trine and practice in reference to the latter ; they teach the 
people^ to make choice of one or more out of the number of 
the saints, to he their patron ; to love them, to imitate them, 
through their hands to offer daily their works to God, to com- 
mend themselvea to their protection at all times, especially in 
difliculties and temptations. They give to one saint this pre- 
cinct, and to another that ; to one, power over this malady ; 
over that, to others : more of this you have drawn to the life 
in the forementioned escellent homily of our Church against 
idolatiy,!! out of which I shall only cull some passages, and 
refer the reader for farther satisfaction to the homily itself: it 
compares such saints in the Romait Church, to whom they 
allot the defence of certain countries, to the Dii Tutelares of 
the Gentile idolaters ; such to whom the safety of certain cities 
are committed, to their Dii Presidet; and such to whom 

' Brev. Rom. infest. S. Jacob. 
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templea and churches ate buildecl, nud altars erected, to their 
Dii Palroni: it tells lis " that the Roinanista have no fewer 
saints than the heathens bad gods, to whom they gave the 
honour due to God : every artificer and profeBsion has bis 
special aaint as a peculiar god : for example, scholars have St, 
Nicholas and St. Gregory ; painters, St. Luke ; neither lack 
soldiers their Mars ; nor lovers their Venus, amongst Cbiia- 
tians. The sea and waters, amongst the Romanists, as well 
as cities and countries, have their special saints to preside over 
them, as amongst the heathens they had gods ; all diseases 
have their special saints as gods, the curers of them ; the pox, 
St. Roche ; the falling-evil, St. Comehs ; the tooth-ache. St. 
ApoUonia ; neither do beasts and cattle lack their eoda with 
us; for St. Loy is the horse-leech, and St. Anthony tne swine- 
herd, &c. Where is God's providence and due honour in the 
mean time? Who saith, the heavens be mine, the earth is 
mine, the whole world, and all that therein is ; but we have left 
him neither heaven nor earth, nor water, nor conntry, nor city, 
peace nor war, to rule and govern ; neither men nor beasts, 
nor their diseases to cure ; and as if we doubted of his ability 
or will to help, we join to him another helper, as if be were a 
noun adjective, using these sayings ; such as learn, God and 
St. Nicholas be my speed ; such as sneeze, God help and St. 
John; to the horse, God and St. Loy save thee : thus are we 
become like horses and mules that have no understanding: O 
heavens ! O earth ! What madness and wickedness against 
God are men fallen into ! What dishonour do the creatures 
their Creator and Maker ! This ia not written to reproach 
the amnts, hut to condemn the fooUshneas and wickedness of 
men, who make of the true servants of God, false gods, by 
attributing to them the power and honour which is God's, 
and due to him only." 

III. 
On what occasion thi» Doctrine and Practice began and 
spread in the Church. 
Great was the honour the Primitive Christians had for 
their martyrs and confessors ; they frequented their tombs, 
erected altars on the places of their burial, highly esteemed 
then- hones and relics : here they rehearsed their good works 
done in their lifetime, and their faith, patience and constancy 
shewed at death : here they blessed Grid for that grace that 
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WBB given to tlieni, and for that good that accrued to thent- 
selvea by their cvample : here they proposed their virtuee fiw 
uoitation, and Lad their own piety and zeal inflamed hy the 
remembrance of them ; and the Christian cause being then 
harassed on erery side by implacable enemies, the malice of 
the Jew, and the subtlety of the Greek, and the power of the 
Roman, combining with their united force to destroy and root 
it up, it pleased God, not only by the demonstration of a 
Divine power in the Apostles, and their immediate successors, 
whilst they were alive, but also by many wonderful thinj/s 
done at their tombs, when they were dead, and by sensibly 
answering prayers that were there put np to him, to confiriQ 
the truth of Christianity, to declare his approbation of the 
aufierings of his aervonts, mi to encourage others to seal the 
doctrine of the Gospel with their blood, as they had done. To 
them, hi a particular manner, may that of the Apostle be 
apphed,* " Whom God did foreknow, be also did predestinate 
to be conformed to the image of his Son ; and whom be did 
predestinate, them he also called ; and whom he called, them 
he also justified ; and whom he justified, them he also glori- 
fied." The Apostle haviug said in the verse before,-|' ■' We 
know that all things work together for good unto them that 
love God, to them who are the called according to his purpose;" 
adds, as a proof of what he had said, " whom he did fore- 
know," would be persons of great and noble minds, and so fit 
for the work ; " them he did predeatiuate to be conformed t« 
the image of his Son," them he did decree to suffer for his 
sake, and by sufferings to be made conformed to bis Sou, who 
was made perfect through sufferings ; " and whom he did jire- 
destinate, them he also called ;" them in due time, he actually 
called forth to suffer for his name; "and whom he callei^ 
them he also justified," them he approved of as faithful servants, 
as loyal soldiers, asinvinciblechampiunsoftruthandrighteoua- 
ness ; and " whom he justified, them he also glorified ;" them 
he crowned vrith honour and renown here, and with immortal 
glory hereafter. This was the testimony God bore to the 
Apostles and first bishops of the Church, to the authority they 
had received, to the doctrine they taught, and fur which 
they died : this was the honour the Primitive Christians de- 
servedly shewed to their victorious martyrs ; they did not 
e thorn, but loved their meniories, commemorated tliuir 
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virtues, and blessed God for their example; lliey performed to 
them not any part of rehgioua worship that was due to God 
only, but (oi thej called it)* "an otfieious norship, a worship 
of love and society, a special and particular obserrauce, ft 
respect convenient and proper," and which they could not but 
think was due to them on the account of the great service they 
had done to the cause of Christ, and the more than ordinary 
worth and excellency that ahiucd in them. 

But afterwards, in succeeding agea, when through the good 
providence of God, and favour of Constantine the Great, the 
Church had rest and ease, and prosperity began to dawn npon 
it ; the devil, finding he could not prevail over the Christian 
faith by fiery trials and temptations, betook himself to other 
more secret, it may be, but etgually dangerous stratagems ; and 
by working on the strong inclinations and affections of men to 
ease and softness, he too successfully attempted to deprave 
and corrupt it by loose and superstitious doctrines : most men 
are for some kind of religion, whether the devil will or no ; 
which, because he cannot hinder, he labours what he can it 
may be such, that whilst it pretends fair, may do them but 
little good ; and men are forward enough to close with that 
which offers at carrying them to heaven on the easiest terms. 
The Church being now out of persecution, and riches and 
honours attending that profession, for which such multitudes 
bad lost aU, and endured the flames, the people began to be 
more loose and vain in their conversations, than when they 
still expected martyrdom ; now they began to place thdr reh- 
gion in shows and pretences, more than in a sincere and sub- 
stantial piety : and whereas before they were wont to frequent 
the tombs of the martyrs, that at the sight of the place their 
affections might be raised, their devotions enlivened, and their 
faith and charity receive farther degrees of warmth and heat 
from their burning and shining examples, now they placed all 
their rehgion in the hare outward observance of that solemnity, 
and took more care to honour the saints hy their lofty praises 
and commendations of them, than to become saints themselves 
by imitating their graces and virtues ; and that what was 
wanting in the one, they might make up in the other, they 
now began to fall into many superstitious conceits and opinions 

* CaltuB oAiciosas, dilectionia, eC aociefatis, specialig obEervantii. St. 
Anat. contr. Faiiat. 1. 20, 21. [vol. 8, p. 347. Par. 1688.] ov Xarpeuriitiie, 
aWi axtramc tni TifiijrKiJc, Cyril, 1. 6. conlr. Jul. [p. 203. Lutet. 



concerning ihem, to break out into too lavish and indeed 
eYtraragant expressions of tlii^ir nortli, and to Qy too high ia 
their panegyrics and laudatory orations. Now they began. 

To attribute the miracles done at the martyrs' tombs to the 
martyrs' own power, or at least, mediation with God ; the 
common people observing, that many cures vrcrc wrought upon 
those, that at those monuments applied themselves to God, 
were led by degrees to look upon them as so many testimonies 
of the martyrs' great interest in the court of heaven, and in- 
stead of begging relief of God, to speak directly to the martyrs 
themselves : 

To fancy that the souls of martyrs were always hovering 
about their tombs and ashes, and ao joined their intercessions 
with the prayers of Christians that were put up to God in 
those places ; so it was objected by Vigilantius to St. Jerome i 

To wish that the martyrs would pray for them ; so they 
cried out in the Council of Chalcedon;* "Let Flavius pray 
for us ;" ond in Theodoret's history of the lives of the Fathers, 
we find in the close of most of them (though some think them 
not to be his words, but additions and insertions afterwords), 
" I wish and desire, that by their intercession I may obtain 
Divine help :" 

To commend themselves to the f martyrs' intercessions, to 
beg to be heard for their sakes, to be helped by their prayers, 
to be vouchsafed the effects of the prayers that were made by 
them in behalf of the Church below : 

To pray to them, upon supposition if they heard or knew 
what was done here below ;J " Hear, O thou soul of great 
Constautius," says St. Gregory Nazianzen, '' if thou hast any 
understanding of these things :" the like he hath in his funeral 
oration which he made upon hia sister Gorgoma ;§ " If thou 
hast any care of things done by us, and holy souls, receive this 
honour from God ; that they have any feehng of such things 
as these, receive this oration of ours." 

By such steps and degrees as these, the frequenting the 
places where the martyrs were enshrined, and honouring their 
names and memories, was turned into superstitions devotion, 
and that soon ended in solemn and downright invocation. 

• Orel pro nobia Flarianiu. 
t Cummendue nos oration i, St. Aust. 

t Ei Tig alaSiitrig, Nazian. Orat 3. in Julian, [vol. I. p, 50, Par. 1630.] 
^ ti ti rif rroi Kai ruiv iiiUTipuiv itri \6-/0i. Orat. und, in Gorgon, 
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To all this we may add, what a learned • aullior of ui 
has ingenioUBly guessed, tliat the great (.■oniplianec and jield- 
ing of the Roman Christians in this particHlar, to those Qor- 
tkern nations the Goths and Vandals, when they invaded ftnd 
over-ran the empire, did not a httle contribute to raise and 
propagate this saint-worsliip and invocation in the Church : of 
all the heathen nations, none were more zealously devoted to 
the worship of dtemons tlmn those were ; whereof be gives 
many testimonies : now it is not improhahle that the Christians, 
to molUly their fierce natures, and to induce them the more 
readily to emhrace Christianity, might indulge them still in. 
that practice, excepting only the object of theirworship, giving 
them real saints and holy angels, instead of their feigned and 
impure deities ; and that which mnlses this the more probable 
is, that their invasion aiid stay in Italy, and the rise and growth 
of dtem on -worship there, jump esactly aa to time, and both 
bear date from the fourth and fif^h centuries. 

III. 

That there is not the least proof for it frora Scripture. 
I. And here we arc first to take notice, that it is freely 
confessed by some of their own t learned diiincB, that there 
is no express test, either in the Old or New Testament, for 
this doctrine and practice ; and is it not hard to make that an 
article of faith, that has no foundation to stand on in the word 
of God 7 Or, to make that a duty, that has no law nor sanc- 
tion to bind us to the practice of it ? Were not the Scriptures 
written " to make men wise unto salvation," and " to instruct 
them throughly unto all good works?" J Were they not written 
"that we might believe, and believing might have life?"§ Do 
not the Apostles say, " they have made known to men the whole 
will of God, and kept nothing hid from them V Do they not 
abound in earnest exhortations to " pray," to "pray always," to 
"pray without ceasing," "with all prayer?" Have they not left 
frequent directions tor the right performance of it, in a lan- 
eiiage that all that hear may understand, " with pure hands, in 
faith, without wrath and doubting ?"|| And now can we 
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imagine, aAer all this, that had invocatioa of saiuts been so 
good and profitable a duty, or that it had been so great a 
crime so much as to doubt of the blessed Virgin's* ments and 
ability to help, that they would have been nbolly silent as to 
this matter 1 Were not the Apostles guided by the Holy 
Spirit of God ? Must they not be supposed to have as hearty 
a concern, and as burning a zeal, for the salvation of souls, 
and the glory of God, as the Trent Fathers had? And now, 
had this practice been so highly instrumental to promote both 
these, as that Synod would have us beUeve, is it to be imagined, 
that every one of them would have quite forgot it, and 
neglected to have given it in charge, with as much strictness 
as they have done to all bishops and pastors, to instruct their 
flocks in the piety and usefulness of it 7 Have not the Apos- 
tles, both by their precept and example, enjoined Christians to 
beg the prayers of one another, whilst they are iu the body T 
Have they not prescribed to the sick man as the most sove- 
reign receipt, to have recourse to the prayers f of the elders 
of the Church ? "What reason then can be given, that we have 
not any one example or precept to fly to the prayers of saints 
departed, to their help and assistance, as the more prevailing 
and meritorious, but only this, that they are not in a capacity 
to hear ovir requests, or to know our conditions 1 Nay, had 
our Saviour and his Apostles intended this saint-invocation as 
a necessary Christian duty, it would have needed a more 
espress command and penalty to have enforced its obligarion, , 
than most other duties of Christianity, since it was altogether 1 
a thing new to the Jews, and what had never been practised 1 
by them ; for though sometimes in their prayers to God, they 1 
besought him to remember J Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; ] 
that is,§ his own covenant and promise he had made with and | 
to there, yet they never used them as intercessors, or siud, 
holy Abraham, or holy Isaac, pray for ns. 

But to blnnt the edge of this argument, that they themselvei 
have put into our hands against it, they tell us, it was not tor 
any intrinsic evil in the thing, but for some particular reasoiui 
relating to the times of the Old Testament, and the first a^ j 
of the New, that it was not mentioned and enjoined in Scnp- ] 
tnre ; but if the reasons produced by them do hold with equal j 
force against it, promiscuously in all ages, as well as agwnst it 
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then, certainly the main reason why it is nowhere prescribed 
in Scripture is, that it might at no time be put in praclitc. 
The reasons they ^ve are chiefly two. 

For the Old Testament, they say it is not there enjoined, 
because the patriarchs and saints departed, during that dis- 
pensation, were not admitted into the heatilic Tisiou, and so 
could not ordinarily understand the prayers of the liTiug ; but 
if, for ought we know, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob are still in 
the same Umbo, or place of rest, they went to at first, or if 
our Saviour, at his ascension into heaTeii, iltd give them > 
happy deliverance, and tfloV. them up with him into the tm- 
meihate presence of God, it is not certain that they understand 
the desires of the Hving any more than they did before : then 
there is as much reason not to inTocate them now, as there was 
not to do it then. Many of the Romanists will not have the 
samts in heaven come to know the desires of their hving 
votaries by the benefit of the beatific vision which they enjoy, 
but by particular revelation from God ; and if so, then the 
Old Testament worthies were as capable of it, and consequently 
there was as much reason to pray mito them before our 
Saviour's coming, when they were but in paradise, as after- 
wards, when by hb glorious victory and triumph over death, 
they were esalted into heaven, siiice God could have revealed 
the requests of their supplicants alike to them in all places, in 
one as well as another ; besides, considering the great esteem 
and veneration the Jews ever had for those great men, the 
founders of their nation, Abraham, laoac, Jacob, Moses, Joshna, 
and others, had there been no evil in the thing, no reason can 
be given why it was not preached to the Jews by our Saviour 
and his Apostles, as the most likely argument to win them to 
embrace the Christian religion. 

For the New Testament, they say it is not there enjoined, 
because it woidd have been a great offence and scandal to the 
new converted Gentiles, and nave given them an occasion to 
think that they had only changed their gods, but not their 
rehgion, that the Christian doctrine was only a device of the 
Apostles, to thrust out their old dsenions and heroes, and to 
put in themselves 1 that as those hadhitherto been worshipped 
for the great services and benefactions they did in this present 
world, so they for the fiitnre might have the same honour 
done them for the full discoveries they had made, and excellent 
directions they had g^ven, relating to a future and more happy 
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And ia not this a good argument, and does it not hold still 
against Romish invocation? Is it not of as much force now 
to cast it out of the Church, aa it was then not to bring it in ? 
Does it not give infinite offence to a great part of the Christian 
world ; and is it not esteemed, and that justly, by them to be 
the old Pagan worship revived, or something very near it ? 
For it ia not enough to excuse them from it, that the ohject of 
their invocation is not the same i that they do not with them 
pay this worship to the heathen deities (who, though in some 
respects they had been patrons and benefactors to their country, 
were yet in others very lewd and unworthy persons), but to the 
Apostles of Christ and Christian martyrs (who in all respects 
were highly deserving of the world), whibt they agree in the 
same act and kind of worship, and give that honour to the 
creature, which properly and pecuUarly belongs to God ; and 
herein especiaUy did the Pagan worship and superstitiou con- 
sist. 

2. We ehal! now examine the chief of those tests the 
Bomauists produce in the behalf of this doctrine, and let you 
see how httlc they serve to that purpose. 

The flrstia, Lukexv. 7, 10, "There shall he joy inheaveu;" 
and again, "There is joy in the presence of the angels of 
God over one sinner that repenteth." From whence they 
argue, that if angels and blessed spirits rejoice at the con- 
version of a sinner, they must know and understand this change 
that is wrought in them, before they can rejoice at it ; and if 
the knowledge of their repentance reaches them, why not also J 
of their prayers ; and then if they can hear their prayers, J 
why may they not be prayed unto? To this it is answered : ] 

That this rejoicing in heaven is not for the conversion of a | 
particular sinner, but in general for the redemption of mankind 
by Jesus Christ ; and this appears more than probable from, 
the parable of the lost sheep, immediately going before, J 
whereof these words are the conclusion ; the ninety-nme sheep i 
not lost, are the angels persevering in their first state of inno- j 
cency ; the sheep that went astray, Adam, and in him all hii j 
posterity that fell from God ; the Shepherd that went to seek I 
the lost sheep, God himself, who sent his Son into the world I 
to seek and to save that which is lost, on whose shoulders the ^ 
great work of man's redemption was laid ; and for this we 
sure there wasjoy in heaven, when a blessed choir of angels sung 
that heavenly anthem at Christ's nativity, " Glory to God in 
the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward men." But, 
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Supposing this rejoicing is to be understood for the repent- 
ance of individuBl sinnere, it may be observed, that this joy is 
not said to be tlie joy of angels, but* " before the angels ;" 
intimating that this rejoicing is not to he attributed to the 
angels, hut to God, in whose presence they stand ; and thia 
exposition is couuteunnced by considering that it is God that 
answers to the shepherd in the parable ; as he went to seek 
his strayed sheep, and rejoiced at the finding of it, so it is 
God, that by his grace and mercy in Christ, recovered man, 
and rejoiced at the accomplishment of his own vork. Again, 

if this text does imply, that angels in heaven know whun a 
sinner is converted, and rejoice at it ; it does not follow that 
ihey know this by some eiceUent privilege and perfection of 
their nature, whereby also they are enabled touuderstand even 
those mental prayers that ve are told ought to be put up to 
them ; but passing always betwixt heaven and earth (as was 
represented unto Jacob in his divine vision, ou God's errands 
and embassies), those that ascend from earth may tell the joy- 
fid news of converted sinners to them in heaven ; but they 
tliat tell them this, cannot also acqusint them with the inward 
secret desires and cogitations of men's hearts, being in a 
capacity, by observing in nien the signs and fruits of true 
repentance, to know the one, hut having no way, by their own 
natural power, to understand the other. 

The second place is, Matth. ssii. 30, where our Saviour 
says, that " the just, at the resurrection, shall be as the angels 
in heaven ;" from whence they infer, that if our prayers and 
concerns are known to the sugels, and they on that account 
may he invocated ; why should they not be known also to the 
saints departed, who are as they, enjoying the same blissfiil 
vision of God ? To this may he returned : 

That we are no more sure of the knowledge of angels in 
this particular, than we are of that of saints, and therefore the 
one ought to be proved, before the other he granted. The 
angels in heaven see indeed "the face of Christ's Father which 
is m heaven ;" but the meaning of that is not, that by enjoy- 
ing the sight of God's face, they therein see and hear all thmgs 
transacted here on earth ; hut that they are God's ministers, 
always attending round about his throne, and waiting before 
liin] to receive his commands, and to execute his pleasure. 

But was this knowledge the privilege of the angehcal nature. 
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the equality whicli just men in the t«xt are said to have to 
tbe angels, is not meant an equality of knowledge or perfection 
of nature, but a similitude of state and pririlegeB ; and thia 
appears from the contest : " In the resurrection they neither i 
marry, nor are given in marriage, hut are as the angels t^ 1 
God." Tbe just shaJl not be equal to tbe angels in every 
respect ; for as they differ in nature and kind, so they shaU 
have distinct natural qutilities and operations ; but in respect 
ofbhss and happiness; they, as the angels in that spiritualized 
state, shall not need matrimony tor the propagation of tbdr 
kiud, nor food for the preservation of their incorruptible i 
bodies ; they shall be free from all the neceBsities that attend \ 
temporal human life, and all the affections that arise from the 
body and sensitive part of man ; they as angels shall be the 
children of God, being children of the resurrection, partakers 
of tbe bliss, and immoveably possessed of all the privileges of 
the sons of God. Tet, 

Was this equality to the angels to be meant of an equality 
in nature and knowledge, yet the saints departed are not to 
enjoy it until the resurrection ; and so, though the angels on 
that account might be invocated, yet the saints departed, who 
are not till the resurrection to have this excellent privilege 
conferred on them, are not till then to have this homage and 
worship paid to them : " At the resurrection they shall be as 
the angels of God ;" whether they are before that admitted 
into the beatifical vision, we need not now dispute ; since, if 
they are, this angelical privilege of seeing all things in the 
face of God, is reserved for the saints, as a farther addition of 
bliss till that day. 

Again, they produce Revel, v, 8. where it is said, that the 
"four beasts and four and twenty elders fell down before the 
Lamb, having every one of them harps and golden vials full 
of odours, which are the prayers of saints." By the prayers I 
of saints, they mean, of those saints that are living upon the 1 
earth ; and by the four beasts and twenty-four elders, the I 
saints that are in heaven, and from thence draw their argu- " 
ment, that saints in heaven do offer up the prayers of holy 
men living upon tbe earth. 

And now if they are mistaken in the sense of this text, and 
by the four beasts and twenty-four elders are not meaat the 
members of the Church triumphant, but the bishops and elders 
of the (Church militant, whose office it is to preseut the prayers 
aud piuises of the Church to God, then this text cannot afford 
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them the least show of a reason for their invocation. Dr. 
llammOnd, and many other learned expositors are of opinion, 
that eitlier this whole text is nothing hut a reprcBentatioa 
of the Church below, offering up prayers by their pastors, 
who are the mouths of the congregatiou to God through the 
Lamb (and it is said, Ter. 10, that they shall "reign on 
the earth") ; or else, a representation of the whole Church of 
Christ, both in heaven and earth, joining together in their 
doxolo^es and pruaea to God for the rietories of the Lamb, 
and the redemption of the world by hia blood ; and for this 
sense, the next 'verse seems to give it, where they are said to 
" sing a new song, saying. Thou art norlhy to take the book 

and for thou wast slain, and hast redeemed us to God by 

thy blood, out of erery kindred, and tongue, and people, and 
nation." 

Another place to be explained, which they sometimes men- 
tion as on their side, is Bevel, vi, 10, where the souls of 
the marlyrs under the altar, arc said to cry, " How long, 
O Lord, holy and true, dost thou not judge and avenge 
our blood on them that dwell on the earth !" Now, say they, 
if the souls of martyrs pray for vengeance upon their perse- 
cutors and murderers : much more may we suppose them to 
pray for mercy and dehverance for their fellow-members and 
Bniferers. To this may be rephed : 

That these words cannot signify a formal prayer of the 
tnartyra to God for revenge on their persecutors ; they who, 
after the Lord's example, prayed God to forgive their murderers 
when they were on earth, cannot be supposed, now they are 
in a more perfect state, to pray for vengeance upon them : but 
the words are only an emblem and representation of the 
certainty of God's judgments and vengeance overtaking them ; 
by* " the souls of them that were slain" and cry under the 
altar, is meant their blood, and the am of murdering them ; 
and (as we are wont to say) murder is a crying sin ; and as 
it is said that Abel's blood cried for vengeance, so the aui of 
shedding their blood cried, that is, would certainly awake and 
provoke the justice of God to take vengeance on them for it : 
this is well explained by a passage in the hook of Esdras,')' 
"Behold the innocent and righteous blood crieth unto me, 
and the souls of the just complain continually, and there- 
fore, saith the Lord, I will surely avenge them," &c. But, 

* Dr. Hum. [Antiot. in lac. p. 891. Loq'I. 1G7S.] i Eidr. U. 15. 



S^^iy'tiTNTS AND AKGELS. 

Let their inference be granted, ttnt the souls of martyrs, 
iu the future state do pray for their fellow-sufferers that are 
left behind ; it does uot follow that their fellow-sufferers shall 
pray to them, or that they offer up their prayers made to 
them unto God. 

Lastly, They cite Gen. kItoi. 1 6, when Jacob, blessing the 
two sons of Joseph, thus prays, " The Angel which redeemed me 
from all evil, bless the lads :" this will require no long answer. 

God being pleased often to make nse of the ministry of 
angels in sending succour and relief to good men, Jacob 
prayed not unto the angel, but to God, that he would appoint 
the -same blessed angel, that administered unto him in all his 
straits, to be the instrament of his good providence to those 
two sons of Joseph, whom he had now made his own, and 
caused them to be called after his name. Or else. 

If the patriarch must be thought here to have prayed to 
the Angel, we must suppose with Athanasius, and others of 
the Fathers, that Angel to he Christ the Son of God. 

And the same answer is to be given to Revel, viii, 4, where 
it is said, that "the smoke of the incense which carae with 
the prayers of the saints ascended up before God out of the 
angel's hand ;" that is, Christ's, the Angel of the Covenant ; 
and therefore this Angel that offered up the prayers of the 
saints, is called, ver. 3, "another Angel ;" intimating, that it 
was a special Angel, one different both in nature and office, from 
the other seven, mentioned ver, 2, and described there as 
ministering spirits : " And I saw the seven angels which 
stood before God," &c. ver. 2. And then, ver. 3, "And ano- 
ther angel came " &c. 



IV. 
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The Trent Fathers,* and the Catechism put out their au- 
juity, having declared invocation of saints to be a custom 
received and continued in the Church ever since the Apostles' 
time, the Komish authors have not been wanting to turn every 
stone, to search every author, to produce and strain every sen- 
tence and expression that looks that way, to the height, iu 

* Cancil. Tridimt. Sets. Z5. [Labbe, Cancil. vol. 14. p. 695. Lut. Pw. 

1672.] CaUwh. Bom. par. 3. c. 2. [p. 357. M"-h'i" 1831.J 
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order to the making it good i but hon short tlieir proofs 
of it, wil! be made evident by tbese following particulars. 

1 . Those that have taken the moat pains to seek for tcsti- 
moniee, hare uot been able to produce any tolerable one out 
of the genuine writings of the Fathers, within the first three 
hundred years after Christ : they cite indeed the Hierareby 
of Dionysius Areopagita, Origen s Comments on the seeond 
Chapter of Job, and the twenty-first of Numbers, the works 
of St. Ephnem, and Athauasius's of the most holy Mother 
of God ; but these have been sufficiently proved by many of our 
learned men,* and acknowledged by some of no obscure fame 
amongst them, to be spurious, and falsely fathered on them ; 
and then for their proofs out of Irenicus, Lusebius, and St. Am- 
brose, it ia easy to shew, that the first is grossly misunderstood, 
the secoud corrupted, and the third retracted by that Father. 

Irenfeus indeed is an ancient Father, and of suiBcient au- 
thority ; but his words are Uttle to their purpose ; they are 
these :t " Sicut Eva seducta est ut effugeret Dcum, sic Maria 
sunsa est obedjre Deo, ut Virginis Evse virgo Maria fieret ad- 
Tocata :" wherein the blessed Virgin Mary is termed the 
Advocate of Eve. Now to make this a pat proof for their in- 
vocation, they must put this sense upon it, that the blessed 
Vir^ being a glorified saint in heaven, did, at the request 
and desire of Eve living upon earth, represent her case to 
God, and intercede with him on her behalf; hut how could 
Eve alive, remiest this of tbe Virgin Mary, when Eve died 
about three tnousand years before Mary was bom I Or how 
could IrenceusI think the blessed Virgin in a capacity to 
do this, whose opmiou it was, with the generah^ of the 
Fathers in that age, that her soul, as all others of departed 
saints, were in an invisible place, and not admitted to the 
beatific vision? Or, how could Eve stand in need of her 
advocateship, who, if it be true, as tbe Romauists§ hold, 
that our Saviour at his resurrection freed the saints of the 
Old Testament from their liraJms, and carried them up with 
him into heaven and the presence of God, was a glorified 
saint in heaven, whilst she was living upon the earth, and so 
was in a better state to be an advocate for the Virgin Mary,|| 

• Mona. Dal. Coc. Cenanr. Patr. in D. Areop. Rivet, in Crit. Sao. Bellar. 
de Scrip. Eccl. 

t Iremtus adv. Hier. 1. 15. c. 10. [1. h. c. 19.] [p. 316. Venet. ir34.] 
+ Iren. I. 5. 0. 31. [Ibid. p. 330, 331.] § Aqnin, Durand. 

II Belkr. deSaact. Beat. I. I.e. 19. [at supra, p. 431.] 
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than the Virgin Mary for her? Thus you see, as clear a 
proof as Bellarmine tliiiika this to be, notliing can be more ridi- 
culously and impertineutly quoted; some other meaning then o 
the words must be found out, and the most obTious and natural J 
ia this, that the Virgin Mary is here, by a figure, put for Christ J 
her Sou, according to the flesh, and said to do that, as she wa» J 
the happy mother of a son who did it ; and thus indeed she , 
is advocate for Eve, and all Eve'a posterity, iuatrumentally, 
not by herself personally, but by her Son, she being that 
vessel made choice of by the Holy Ghost, to bear him in hef 
womb, who by taking flesh of her, becaiue the Sariour of Eve ^ 
and all mankind. 

For the testimony of Eusebiua, it as Bellamiine reports it, 
runs thus;* "We honour those heavenly soldiers, as God's 
friends ; we approach unto their monuments, and pray unto 
them as unto holy men, by whose intercession we profess to 
receive much help andasaiatance ;" hut it is apparent, as many 
learned men have shewn, that Bellarmine took tliis allegation 
not out of Eusebius'a original, but a corrupt translation made I 
by Trapezuntiua, and afterwards followed by Dadncns, 8 | 
doctor of Paris, who set forth Eusebius ; there being no sacb ] 
words " as praying to them as mito holy men," to be fouhd ii 
him speaking his own language : his words are these if SSraf I 
cai iirl riis SijiA^ uCiruii' iSo^ ill"'' vafiicvtu, Kal tu<; (ii^ac napit I 
TavToiQ ToiEiffSai, 4c, " it is our custom to cor 
tombs and monuments, and to make our prayers," 
to them, to those martyrs, as the translator and Bellarmine I 
would have it, but Trapa rnurult, i. e. SijKnic, "at or before thdr'* 
tombs and monuments, and to honour those blessed souls." 

I might now pass over St. Ambrose, he Uving beyond the 
time I undertook to answer for, anno 374, but whatsoever he 
said of this nature, was said whtn he was hut a young Chris- 
tian, and recalled and contradicted by him afterwards : in his 
hook of Widows, he exhorts them " to pray to the angels and 
martyrs, whom he calls beholders of our lives and actions :"t 
but flaroniua himself confesses (as Bishop Andrews proves it 
out of his life of St. Ambroses that tliis book was written 
presently after his conversion, when he was but a raw divine, 
and had not thoroughly learned the Christian doctrine i aud 
this appears by some other mistakes he was guilty of, besides 

I • BeUnr. de Saiict. Beat. I. 1. c. 19. [Ibid.] 
t Eyang. Pr»p.l. 13. c. 7.[c.ll.][p.663. Colon ICSK] 
'" ■ 1. [.oL a. p. 200. P«r. 1690.1 
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tliia, that arc of as dangerous a nature ; nlien in the same 
buck be BSserU, " chat the martrra cither had no uin at all, or 
what they bad, tliey did tbcmaelveB wash away nith their own 
blood."* But that St. Ambrose changed his opinion con- 
cerning this poiut of iuTOcatioD, we are as sure as that once he 
held it, since we find him afterwards plainly asserting the con- 
trary doctrine, in such words as these :t "That to procure 
God's favour, we need no advocate but a devout mind :" and 
again, speaking with relation to the two young sons of Theo- 
dosiuB, " Thou only, O Lord, art to be invocated, and preyed 
unto," namely, for a blessing and protectiou upon them. 

2. They make the rhetorical flourishes and apostrophes of 
the Fathers in their panegyrics of the martyrs, to be solemn 
forms of invocation of them. The Fathers, about the latter end 
of the fourth century, observing piety and devotion to decay and 
wax cold, as the Church increased in riches and prosperity, 
thought themselves obUged, by all the wit, and art, aud rhetoric 
they bad, to retrieve, if it was possible, the pristine heat of devo- 
tion that was formerly in it ; to that purpose they spake high 
and lai^ in commeudation of their martyrs, and sometimes in 
their orations directed their words to them, as though they had 
been there present ; not with au intent to teach the people to 
pray unto tnem, or to rely upon their merits, but to signify the 
mighty favour they were in with God, and the more effectually 
to escite them to an imitation of their virtues : many such 
Btrains of rhetoric occur in the writings of St. Jerome, St. 
Basil, St. Gregory Nyssen, St. Gregory Naziansen, and others. 
So St. Gregory NyssenJ speaks to Theodore the Martyr, in his 
oration, " Gather together the troops of thy brother martyrs, 
and thou with them beseech God to stay the invasion of the 
barbarians." 

So St. Gregory Naziauzen,§ in his oration, calls unto St. 
Cyprian, St. Basil, St. Athanasius, to each atler this manner, 
" Do thou favourably look upon us from on high." 

Atlier the same manner does St. Jerome conclude his funeral 
oration on Paula, " Farewell, O Paula, and help the old age of 
thy honourer with thy prayers." Now what is there in all this, 
but what is usual in all authors, both sacred and profaue t 

' Proprio saoguine. [Ibid.] 

t Amb. in Rom. c. 1. torn. 5. Tu tamea, nomine, eolua a invo- 
caniliiB. De obitu Theod. torn. 3. [Ibid. p. ISO?.] 
X Orat. in Sojict. Theod. [vol. 3. p. 5SG. Far. 1638.] 
f Orat. inAthui. [vol. 1. p. 286, 373, 397. Par. 1G30.] 
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The design of the Fathers was, to raise the people to as high 
an opinion as they could, both of the persons of the martyrs, 
and their virtues that made them so illustTiooB i and might 
they not make use of their best art and rhetoric to do it 7 
What is more in this than those apostrophes frequently found 
in the sacred writings, even to insensate creatures ? " Hear ye, 
O mountains, the Lord's controversy ! Praise the Lord, ye 
dragons and all deeps I" And who will infer from hence, that 
the insensate creatures were hereby invoked and addressed 
unto? 

.1. A great part of the testimonies they produce out of the 
Fathers, are to prove the intercession of saints in heaven for 
us, and not our invocating of them ; and so they change the 
question, and are at a great deal of puns to prove that which 
nobody denies ; such sayings as assert the saints praying for 
us, are frequent among the ancient Fathers, and that not only 
for the Church militant in general, but in particular for those 
whose persons and conditions were well known to them on 
earth ; and these are cunningly shuffled in by the Romish 
doctors, as proofs of invocation for tbem, with a design to im- 
pose on the unwary vulgar who are supposed not to take notice 
of the difference (but it is a wonder if they should not, for it 
is wide enough) betwixt their praying for us, and our praying 
to them. Neither ia this the only instance wherein those cun- 
ning Bopbisters play this game ; first alter the nature of the 
question, and then where they have no adversary, to triumph 
in demonstrating the truth of it. 

If the question be, whether the Bishop of Kome be the 
supreme bead of the Church, and has an absolute jurisdiction 
and monarchy over all other bishops and Churches ;* they 
shall bring you a number of testimonies out of both Greek and 
Latin FaUiera, to prove St. Peter had a primacy of honour and 
authority. 

If the question be, whether the bread and wine in the sacra- 
ment be substantially turned into the body and blood of 
Christ ;f they will write a whole volume to prove the truth 
and reality of Christ's presence in it, which we own as well as 
they, but after a spiritual manner, not corporally, and by the 
way of transubstantiation. 

If the question be about purgatory, a place prepared for the 
purification of those souls that depart hence not quite cleansed ;I 
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they shall allege you Fathers, and those not a lew, of iin- 
questiouuble oame, to prove the utt^r couauiiiptioii of all tlungH 
by fire, at the end of the world. 

So here, nhen the question is, whether we ought to pray to 
saints departed ; they bring innumerable Fathers to prove, 
that the saints departed do pray for us ; heuce we hear of 
that of St, Ignatius,* "My spirit salutes you, not only now, 
but will also when I enjoy God ;" and of St, Chryaostora, in 
bis oration to those that were to be baptized, " llemember me 
when that kingdom receives you." 

4. They produce the sayings and practices of some few in 
the Church, for the general and allowed doctrine and practice 
of the whole Church. If the story should he true, that Jus- 
tina, a Christian virgin, did in great distress jointly supplicate 
the blessed Virgin with God and Christ, does it follow that 
it was the practice of all to do so ? It cannot be denied 
but that many of the Fathers let slip, in the heat of their 
affection and oration, many unwary speeches to this pur- 
pose, and that many, otherwise good men, were guilty of this 
excess of devotion to the martyrs ; the many miracles God 
was pleased to work at the memorials of the martyrs, for the 
honour and confirmation of the faith, reasonably begat a cus- 
tom amongst ChnBtians to resort to those places, and there to 
offer their prayers to God ; and thinking, it may be, they 
could not easily honour those too much, whom God was 
pleased, after so wonderfal a manner, to declare his esteem of; 
flfora praying to God at their tombs, they began to pray to 
them themselves. But now. 

We are to distinguish betwixt the speeches of some particu- 
lar Fathers, and the general doctrine of the Church ; betwixt 
what they express in rhetorical strains to move affection, and 
what they lay down in plain terms to infortn the judgment; 
betwixt what comes from them in the beat of their discourses 
and popular orations, and what in coot and deUbcrate debates 
they set down for the truth of Christ : it is generally confessed 
that the Fathers ofttimes hyperbolize, particularly St. Chry- 
sostom, and we must not take their flights of fancy for the 
doctrine of the Church, 

We are to distingiush also betwixt what the Church did 
teach and allow, and what she only tolerated and was forced 
to bear with ; the bishops and governors of the Church being 

• Epiat ad TmI. [p, 79. Lips. 1633.] 
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many times engaged with weightier matters, in defending the 
Christian cause agwnst heathens and heretics, were not always 
at leisure to reform abuses and irregular practices, but were 
forced too often to comiive at those faults which they had not 
time and opportunity to redress. St. Austin* complains 
much of this piece of superstition in his days, that it had got 
such a head, that the good Father wanted power to give a 
check to it :+ " I can no way allow them," says he, " and yet 
I dare not freely reproye them, lest I either offend some good 
men, or provoke some turbulent spirits." 

5. They cite the practice of the ancients praying to God, 
that for the intercession of those holy men that had died in 
the Lord, he would grant them their requests, as a good proof 
for direct praying to them : the ancients generally hclieving 
that the saints and martyrs, in the future state, did continuaUy 
pray to God in hehalf of the Church militant on earth, and 
some that their souls were present at their shrines and tombs, 
and did join their intercessions with those prayers of the 
Christians that were there offered up to God, were wont, in 
their addresses, to mention the martyrs, and to beg the effects 
of their intercessions, that God would be moved by their sup- 
plications as well as their own, to grant a supply of their 
wants and necessities : but this is no more praying to them 
than Moses may be said to pray to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, 
when he besought God to remember them in behalf of the peo- 
ple of Israel ; or than we may be said to pray for help to that 
part of the Church of Christ that is at a great distance from 
us, when we desire God to hear the prayers of his Church 
catholic dispersed throughout the whole world, in the behalf 
of all Christian people, that in all places call upou him. Thus 
it is said by the nistoriMi.t that the Emperor Theodosius, 
when Eugenius and his conipUces raised that dangerous rebel- 
lion against him, repaired with his clergy and laity to the ora- 
tories and chapels, and there Ijdug prostrate before the tombs 
and monuments of the Apostles and martyrs, begged aid and 
succour by intercession of the saints. § He did not pray to 
any saint or stunts ; he did uot beg help of them, but sup- 
posing they prayed with him and for him, he prayed unto 

• St. Aurt. de morih. Ecdea. o. 31. torn. 1. [p. 710. Par. 1679.] 
i EpLSt. 119. ad Jaon. approbare nan pOHSUm, liberins imprcibare noa 
audeo. { Baffin. Hist. 1. 2. a. 33. [p. 2^9. BasU. 133a.] 

i Snnctoruin intercesEione. [Ibid.] 
VOL. VII. H 
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God, thHt he would send him help for the sake of their inter- 
cessions in his behalf. This is also the meaning of those es- 
preasionB of St. Austin,* that "they ought to commend 
themselves to the prayers of the martyrs, and frequent their 
tombs nith a religious solemnity, that they may become par- 
takers of their merits, and he helped by their prayers ;" that 
is, not by praying to them, but (holding, as was then com- 
monly believed, that when Christians came to their tombs, the 
blessed martyrs joined their supplications with them) by pray- 
ing to God to afl'ord them the benefit of their prayers, and 
that their petitions might succeed the better for the sake of 
their requests put up in conjunction with their own. The 
same account may be given of St. Basil's words,'!' ™ ^^ 
oration on the For^ Martyra : " He that is in distress flies to 
them, and he that is in prosperity runs to them ; the one, that 
he may have his condition changed ; the other, that he may have 
his continued :" but now to fly and to run unto them, signify 
no more than to fly and run to the churches and tombs where 
they lie interred, for so it follows; here a "woman prayingfor 
her son is heard ; and here let ns, together with those martyra, 
pour forth our prayers ;" supposing, it is hkely, as was men- 
tioned before, that the martyrs' souls were continually about 
their tombs, and prayed for aU that came thither to pray for 
themselves, the Father exhorts Christians to go thither, not to 
pray to them, but to join with them in praying unto God. 

C. They tell us of many miracles wrought by God upon 
addresses made to saints, and in this they triumph as an un- 
deniable proof that God approves of such addresses : " God 
hearcth not sinners, neither will he give his glory to another :" 
and therefore were prayers made to saints a sin of that sacri- 
legious nature, as to rob God of his honour : it is not to be 
thought that he would give such countenance to them against 
himself, as to crown them with success. 

To this it may be answered : It is certain that at first God 
was pleased, upon the prayers of Christians put up to himself, 
to work many miracles for the confirmation of the faith ; but 
that any were wrought in answer to such prayers tliat at those 
places were in after-ages made to the martyrs, is very uncertain 
and much to be suspected. St. AustinJ names but two in- 

■ Aug. de Cur. pro Mort. c. 4. [ut anpra, vol. 6. p. 519.] 

t Basil. Horn. 20. in 40 Mart. [tuI. 2. p. 218. Par. 1839.] 

i Xagast. de Citit. D«, 1. 22. c. a. l^ut anpra. vol. 7. p. 663, ticj 
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Stances of this kind that I have met with&l, and at the same 
time he mentions them, he blasts their credit by telling ns he had 
no undoubted authority for the truth of them ; St. Chrysos- 
tom not only declares that miracles in his time were ceased, 
but hath wrote a discourse on puqiose to give us the reasons 
why they were so : so that all the miracles the Church of 
Rome pretends to on thb account, are either delusions of 
Satan, which God Bometimes permits him to work for the trial 
of his people, or else cheats and impostures performed by cun- 
ning men of their own, to wheedle and impose on the easy and 
credulous vulgar. 

V. 
Ln5a( Ihere is full and evident proof in SenptnTe against it. 

B If that geucral nile of St. Austin's* be allowed of, that 
P" God is so to he worshipped," that is, as to all the essential 
parts of it, "as he has commanded himself to be worshipped," 
then all those places of Scripture that command us to direct 
our prayers only to God, and only in the name and mediation 
of Jesus Christ, do with equal force forbid us to direct our 
prayers to any other object, or to use any other name and 
mediation. Now texts to this purpose are innumerable. 

" thou that hearest prayer unto thee shall all flesh 
come."f 

" Call upon me in the day of trouble ; I will deliver thee. "J 

" Come mito me, all ye that labour aud are heavy laden, and 
I willfflve you rest."§ 

"whatsoever ye shall ask the Father in my name, he will 
^Te it you."|l 

"' In every thing by prayer and supplicaiion, with thanks- 
giving, let your requests be made known unto God."l[ 

" If any of you lack wisdom, let him ask of God, that giveth 
to all men bberally," &c.** 

" How then shaU they call on him in whom they have not 
believed ?"ff Now if none but God is to be believed in, none 
but God is to he called upon. 

These are very plain and convincing, and no others need to 
he produced ; but because the Romish authors have been prac< 

■ Aug. de Consen. Eruig. 1. 1. c. IS. [Ibid. vol. 3. par. 2. p. 11.] 
t Fialm Ixv. 2. ( Pulm L 15. ^ Mattb. xi. 28. 

H John lyi. 23. T Phil. W. G. " Jamts L 5. 
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tising upon some others, endeavouring to obscure and weaken 
their evidence, which are yet no less clear end full ; I shall 
bring theitx forth also, and not only wipe off the dust that has 
been cast upon them, but restore them to their own natural 
Beuse and perspicuity. 

They are chiefly these four. 

The first is, Luke xi. 2 : " Mlicn ye pray, say, Our Father 

which art in heaven &c- for thine is the kingdom, the 

power, and the glory, for ever and ever." Now the meaning 
of this precept must be one or both these two things, either 
that we should use this form of words when we pray, or that we 
shonld compose all our prayers after this pattern ; take which 
we will, in either sense they oblige us to direct all our prayers 
to our " heavenly Father, whose is the kingdom, power, and 
glory." Whensoever we repeat this form of prayer we address 
to God as the object, saying, " Our Father ;" and if no prayer 
is to he made but after' this pattern, then still it follows, that 
no other ought to be the object of it, but he who is " our 
heavenly Father." It is generally concluded on all sides, that 
in this absolute and perfect form of our Lord's Prayer is con- 
tained a summary of whatever ought to be the subject-matter 
of a Christian's prayer ; now since every petition in it is 
directed immediately to God our heavenly Father, it follows, 
that whenever we pray, we are not only to pray for no other 
things but these blessmgs, but also to beg them of no other 
being but him. 

But to put by the force of the argument taken from this 
command of our Lord, " When ye ]>rBy, say ;" or " After this 
mannerprayye ;"* the Konianists tell us, that it is true, we are 
to imitate this prayer of Christ's in composing our own, as to 
its brevity and compendiousness, as to the subject-matter of it, 
as to the catholicnesa of its spirit, obliging us to pray for others 
at the same time when we pray for ourselves, saying, "Our 
Father ;" but not as to the object to whom our prayers are to 
be addressed ; for then by the same argument we may exclude 
the second and third Persons in the blessed Trinity, as well as 
angels and saints. To this it is no hard matter to give an 
answer. And, 

1 . It must be confessed, that the word Father, in this prayer, 
is to be meant chiefly, though not solely, of the first Person in 
the sacred Trinity; he being the root and fountain of the 
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Deity, and the prime Original of all our happiness, may in 
special be called upon by us, so far aa is consistent with out 
acknowledgment of the equal Divinity of the other two Personaj 
for though the Son and the Holy Ghost partake alike with him 
of 6he Divine nature, and consequently have a right to the same 
adoration ; yet foraamuch as God the Father is the* first 
Person, and the Father who communicates that Divine nature 
to them both ; forasmuch as God the Father hath that essence 
in himself, and what he is, is from none ; hut the Son and Holy 
Ghost have it by communication from the Father, and what 
thev are, they are from him, this title may bear a particular 
and primary respect to him. Accordingly we find the Apostles 
in a particular manner directing their prayers to God the 
Father: "Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus 

Christ, who hath blessed UH,"t "I cease not to make 

mention of you in my prayers, that the God of our Lord Jesus 

Christ, the Father of glory, "j " For this cause I bow my 

knees to the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, that he would 

grant you." But, 

2. The word faiAe/-, in this prayer, is to be taken essentially, 
and not personally, and so excludes not the other two Persons 
of the most holy and undivided Trinity, but only those that 
are of a different nature from them. Now if the whole three 
Persons are one in essence, then whenever we pray to, and do 
honour to God the Father, we must at the same time worship 
the other two, though not so directly, who are one with 
him. Thus our Saviour speaks, "1 and the Father are one ;"§ 
yea, the whole three Persons are so ; as St. John tell us ex- 
pressly, "There are three that bear record in heaven, the 
Father, the Word, aad the holy Ghost, and these three are 
one."|l We read that it was the will of God, " that all men 
should honour the Son even as they honour the Father ;" and 
that we should honour the Holy Ghost as well as either, because 
we are equally baptized into his name : " Go ye therefore and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost."^ Now if the Son and 
the Holy Ghost are one in essence with the Father, and to be 
honoured with the same honour, then, although in this title the 
Father be only expressly named and invoked, the other two 
Persons cannot but be implied and comprehended in it. 

,. i. 3. } Vfr. 17. 
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3. Wc may consider that this doctrine of the Trinity being 
in a great measure a stranger to the Old Testament, and the 
Apostles, when our Sayiour gave them this prayer, not suffi- 
ciently instructed in it, our Saviour might teach them to call 
upon God in such a:i expression, which, though for the present 
they might understand only of God the Father, yet afterwards 
when they should come more fully to uuderatand and bebere 
the Trinity, might fairly be estended to take in the other two 
Persons, Son and Holy Ghost. 

4. Since it is by virtue of our epiritual relation to God by 
Chnflt, through the operation of the Holy Ghost, that in a 
more special and particular manner he is our Father ; whenever 
we call upon God as a Father, and our Father, it implies that we 
address to him in the name and mediation of Christ, and by the 
assistance of the Holy Ghost. The Apostle tells believers, that 
they had received "the spirit of adoption, whereby they cried 
Abba Father."* St. Chiysostom's notion on the test is, that 
the Jews during the time of the Old Testament, being under a 
servile dispensation, did seldom or never presume to call upon 
God by that familiar appellation of a Father ; but the Holy 
Ghost moving believera after a miraculous and estraoriUnary 
way, in the first days of Christianity, to invoke God by that 
name, as our Saviour had directed his disciples before, might 
well be called "the spirit of adoption," as thereby declaring 
them to be his adopted sons. 

Another evident proof, are those words of the Apostle, 
ITim. ii, 5 : " There is one God, and one mediator between God 
and men, the man Christ Jesus." The natural importance of 
the words seems to he this, that as there is but one God 
only, and no more, to whom wc ought to pray, so there is 
but one Mediator only, and no more, by whom we have access 
with boldness to the throne of grace ; one Mediator emphati- 
cally, in the same sense as there is one God ; and yon may as 
well make to yourselves more gods, as more mediators. 

But to weaken the strength of this evidence, the fiomanists 
distinguish betwixt a mediator of redemption and a mediator of 
intercession, and tell us, that the text is only to be understood 
of the former, which indeed is but one ; but not of the latter, 
which may be more than one, even as many as there are angels 
and saints in heaven ; but how little this distinction does serve 
their turn may appear by considering. 
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B 1 . That there is a, va^t difFercoce betwiiit an interceesor and 
^M mediator of intercession ; that saints in heaven, out of that 
BJdiarity that all the memhers of Christ hare for one another, do 
Ehi general intercede for the good of that body, of which they 
Rnre a part, vms owned and granted before ; but this makes 
Kdiem not mediators of intercession ; to which office it belongs 
i^to receive the prayers of others, and to present them to God ; 
pand in order hereunto, they must hear the prayers of others, 
t «nd receive information concerning their particular states and 
F'^onditions, which they are not capable of. 
r 2. That this text is especially to be understood of that part 
P'of Christ's mediatory office that consists in interceding for us ; 
^the Apostle seems to oppose these words to the heathen form 
P of praying, which was to many gods by many deemons, who 
Kwere reputed agents or mediators between their chief gods 
r.and them ; now all that the heathens attributed to their 
W ^mons, was intercession only ; and the Apostle -^hews, that 
W, Christ being made a mediator every way effectual for that end, 
•'there could be no necessity of any mediators of intercession 
BJbesidea him ; so that the Apostle here replies two things to the 
Blieathen's multiplicity of meuiators : 1 . That God had appointed 
P. but one, the God-man Christ Jesus ; therefore he says, ver. 7, 
r,fliat he was " ordained a teacher of the Gentiles in faith and 
I'Terity," for eatabhshing the Christian faith and truth in this 
t particular especially, of one God and one Mediator, in contra- 
f diction to the plurality of gods and mediators amongst the 
I Gentiles. Answerable to this are those words of the Apostle 
I in another place :* "Though there be that are called gods (as 
k there be gods many and lords many), but to us there is but 
P<one God the Father, and one Lord Jesus Christ." Here 
V there is a manifest and direct opposition betwixt the heathen 
■ ivay of praying and the Christian ; the heathens had many 
I -gods and many lords mediators, the Christians but one God 
W and one Lord mediator ; the heathens hud many sovereign 
v'Eoda, betwixt whom and men they supposed there was no 
r immediate intercourse : they had also many undcr-gods or 
diemons, by whose agency and mediatorahip they addressed 
themselves to their sovereign goda ; tliis the Apostle confutes, 
and shews that Christians are taught to believe and profess 
e God, Maker of all things, to whom they ought to pray, 
I 4ind but one Lord, Mediator and Advocate, by whom they 
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offcF their petitions to him. 2. That there needed do other 
besides this one, he being a Mediator of redemption too, and on 
that account had not only an authority and commission from 
God to shew for that office, but an infinite worth and invalu- 
able merits of his own to plead iu behalf of mankind, and to 
procure the granting of their requests : he hath purchased 
what he begs for, and atoned for what he prays for i having 
no sin of his own to answer for, he was excellently quaUfied to 
intercede for pardon for our sins ; and having perfectly fulfilled 
all righteousness, and shed his most precious blood for us, 
he highly merited of God, both for us mid for himself ; for ns, 
the several bleiuing he intercedes for ; for himself, the god-like 
honour and royalty to be the donor and dispenser of them : 
hence it is that the Apostle here makes his mediation to depend 
on his propitiation ; and alter he had told us there is but one 
Mediator, presently subjoins, " who gave himself a ransom 
for all :"• to the same purpose is that of St. John, " If any 
man sin, we have an advocate with the Father ;"t that is the 
same with a Mediator of iutereeBsion, and that we might be 
fijly assured of the greatness of his authority and power, he 
adds, " Jesus Christ the righteous ; and he is the propitiatdon 
for our sins." 

A third scripture against saint-invocation are those words of 
our Saviour, Matth. iv. 10, taken out of Dent. vi. 13: "Thou 
shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
serve." Now if prayer be a necessary and chief part of God's 
worship, as all are agreed it is, we are bound by this scripture 
to pray only to God. But to this they say there are several 
degrees of religious worship, and that it is only an inferior 
kind wherewith they worship the saints departed, called by 
them SovKtia, when it is applied to ordinary saints, and 
ifirip£ov\fia, when to the blessed Virgin ; and that they never 
worship them as they do God, with Xarpcla, the highest kind 
of worship. If it he asked how does this appear, since the 
same signs and outvfard acts of worship are performed to the 
one as well as to the other? They answer that they have 
higher conceptions and intentions of honour to God in the 
exercise of their offices to liim than when they perform the 
like to any angel or saint departed. Tothis several thingsmay 
he said. 

1 , If these words, " him only shalt thou serve," are to be 
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understood only of the highest of religious worship as a part 
of the whole, and distinguished from a lower kind, they bad 
not been a sulBcieut answer to the devO's demand, he might 
thus have answered i I acknowledge the sovereign and almighty 
power of God as well as you, that it is he alone can com- 
mand stones to become bread,* and the power I ha*e over the 
kmgdoms of the world, I ovm to have received from him, for 
it was delivered to me-f And therefore I do not desire that 
thou shouldest worship me as thou doest God, with karpila, 
with the highest degree of worship ; but only with Soakila, a 
lower kiud ; thy heart, the highest and most elevated thoughts 
and conceptions of thy mind may he given to God, it is only 
the outward act that I challen^ of thee, that thou wonldest 
only " fall down and worship me," or by falling down wor 
ship me. 

2. That the Scriptures often use these two words, Xarpti'a, 
and Sdi/Xei'u, promiscuously to signify the same thing ; and as 
sometimes Karpela is set Co signify that dvil honour and service 
that is due to men in emiuency and authority, so is tov\tla to 
express that religious worship that is only due to God. As to 
the first, God thus threatens the Israehtes, "Therefore shalt 
thou serve thine enemies ;"Jas to the other, many places may 
be instanced in. Thus when Samuel exhorted the house of 
Israel to prepare their hearts unto the Lord, " and to serve him 
only ;" § and when the Apostle urged Christians to be fervent 
in spirit, "senTug the Lord,"[| and when our Saviour said, 
" ye cannot serve God and mammon,"l[ SovXiiieiy is the word 
made use of. 

3. That there is no such distinction in religious worship as 
an higher and lower kind, because whatever is religious wor- 
ship, is such with respect to God only as the object, and 
therefore can be but one, and that in the highest degree, as God 
is one, and infinitely exalted above all, "Religion," say the 
Schoolmen, " is a moral virtue which exhibits due worslup to 
Gfld as the principle of all things." Lactantius** therefore 
derives it d religaitdo, because it ties man to God ; and St. 
Austin, A religendo, because men choose God again, whom 

• [Matth. iv.] 3. + Luke iv 

t Dent, iiriii. 48. XarpivanQ. § 1 Sun. 

(Bom. [iui.] II. SovktiiovTis. 
MatUi. Vi. 24. ab Sivaoit Gi^ iovUbuv. 
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the; had forsaken. It la not therefore whataoever ia cxceltent, 
but whatsoever ia Divine, aDd as it is DiTiue, that is the object 
of religion. Now angels and holy men, although there be 
some kind of honour due to those excellencies that are found 
in them, au honour commengurate to thoae excellencies ; vet 
fallinginfinitely short of Diyinify, must be excluded from having 
any share in that worship, which either by God hiraaelf, or the 
uniTersal consent of mankind, is made religious, that is, appro- 
priated to God. Neither, 

4. WOlit help the matter to say, that though the outward 
acta and expTessions of worship to both are the same, there is 
a vast diiFercnce in the inward devotion of their minds and 
souls, and that when they pray to saints and angels, they muat 
not be thought to do it with diat height of affection, and trust 
and resignation, wherewith they call upon God. For, when all 
is done, wsrds and outward acts will be reckoned to signify 
according to that sense and meaning custom and institution 
hath stamped upon them ; and let the inward thoughts of the 
votary he what they will, if he apply to SMuts and angels in 
such expressions and oifices, or with such ritea and ceremonies 
as, according to the usual acceptation of them, naturallj^ im- 
port that hope and confidence, that love and duty that is due 
to God alone, he will he deemed to ascribe unto them the 
honour which he owes to God. Outward acts of worship are 
declarative of the inward reapect and veneration of the soul to 
God, as words are of the inward thoughts and apprehensions of 
the mind ; and, as when I use such words which, according to 
common custom, signify such a proposition, I must be con- 
cluded to mean and intend that proposition ; so when I use 
such outward acts of worship, which by custom or institution 
signify the honour due to God, to any other, 1 muat be thought 
to ascribe the honour that is due to God to that other. The 
Coriuthiaus, although they knew that an idol was nothing in 
the world, yet because they observed the feasts that were dedi- 
cated to the honour of the idol, eating and drinking in the 
idol's temple, are said by the Apostle to drink the cup of devils, 
and to he partakers of the devil's tables, and to have fellowship 
with devils ; * that is, by doing those actions that in those 
places were used to signify the worship of the heathen gods, 
although they intended no religion, but civility and com- 
pliment in the compliance, they are said to worship those 

• ! Cor. 1.30,21. 
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heathen gods, who were not gods, but devils. The Israelites 
halted betwixt God and Baal, although they could not but have 
higher apprehenaiona of God than Baal. Yet by bowing the 
knee to Baal, and kissiug his mouth,* by using those outward 
acts of worship, wherewith the heathens worshipped him, are 
said to be guilty of idolatry. In sum, was a mental reservatiou 
of keeping the heart to God, and intending the highest degrees 
of honour and worship to him auffieient to clear men from 
idolatry, whilst they perform outward acts instituted and 
customarily observed for reli^ous worship to any besides God ; 
the Israehtesf could not be guilty of it when they sacrificed to 
the golden calf they had made ; nor the wiaer sort of heathens, 
who whilst they knew the vulgar gods to be no gods, hut 
cheats and devi^, did, out of fear of punishment, comply with 
the vulgar practice of burning incense to them ; and the Pri- 
mitive Fathers were very much mistaken who judged not only 
those Christians who at the Emperor's command sacrificed 
to idols against their consciences, guilty of idolatry, but even 
ose who, though no threats could move them to do it in per- 
□, did yet either purchase^ certificates that they had done it 
Rrhen they did it not, or procure some others, their heathen 
iflienrls and servants, to do it for them, implicitly to be guilty 
K«fit. 

I shall name but one Scripture more, Col. ii. 18 : " Let no 
nan beguile you of your reward in a voluntary humihty and 

1 .worshipping of angela and not holding the Head," Where 

\:vie sec the Apostle expressly condemns the worship of angels 

I as forsaking of Christ, and not holding the Head ; and if the 

L worship of angels, it follows with greater force of reason, the 

b .worship of saints departed. "What this worship was, Theo- 

k doret upon the place informs us where he says, " that the 

Jews," that is, Jewish Christians, " having Teceived the law 

by the ministration of angels, and holding that the God of all 

was invisible and inaccessible, taught that men ought to obtain 

the favour of God by the means and intercession of angels." 

And the same Father tells ua that " they had oratories and 

chapels of St, Michael." 

Ihis St. Paul calls not holding the Head, because they set 

up more mediators besides Christ, who was the only one 

appointed by God, and they that join others with him do for- 

^.gafce him ; accordingly the Council of Laodicea condemned it 
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as idolatrous. Tlie words of the Canon are these, "That 
Christians ought not to forsake the Church of God and invocate 
angels, because they that do so forsake our Lord Jesus Christ 
the Son of God, and give themselves to idolatrj-."* St. Paul 
and the Canon both speak bo direct and home against the 
Bomanists, that Baronius, it seems, was hard put to it to aiiswer 
them when he is forced to b^ Theodorel's pardon, and tells 
liim, with his good leave, that he understood neither the one 
nor the other ; that it was the rehgious worship of false and 
heathenish gods, not that of good angels, that was forbidden 
and condemned by both of them, and that those oratories of St. 
Michael were set up by Catholics and not by heretics, it being 
then the practice of the Church to invocate angels. And now, 
thoughwe might safety Tenture Theodoret's judgment andcredit 
against Baronius' s, yet we have no need of his authority to find 
out the true meaning of the text ; whoever considers that the 
Apostle condemns the worship of angels in general, and duly 
weighs the series of his discourse, will easily apprehend that it 
is not levelled against the heathens who had not yet embraced 
Christianity, but adhered to the worship of their false gods; 
but a sort of Judaizing Christians, who retaining still a mighty 
veneration for angels as the supposed givers of the law, endea- 
Toured to introduce the worship of them into the Church of 
Christ : " Let no man beguile you of your reward — in worship- 
ping of angels, — not holding tlie head." The Apostle's argu- 
ment to dissuade them from that worship is, that by douig so 
they forsook Christ, which could not have hecu an argument 
to the heathens who had never yet beheved on him. 

VI. 

That the Fathert of the firH and purest ages, till after three 
hundred, are all express and positive in their Kritings 
against it. 

How fully the sacred Scriptures, both of the Old and New 
Testament, do condemn the invocation of saints, you have 
seen already ; now, that the Fathers of the purest ages under- 
stood the Scriptures in the same sense as Protestants do as to 
this particular, and arc also very clear in their writings against 
it, inll appear from these following considerations : 

1. |i. 1303. Lut. Par. 
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1. They generally dcnieil the doctrine on which this of 
saint invocation ia foimded, viz. that saints departed do now 
reign in heaven, and enjoy the heatiiic vision. It is by this 
hieaaed privilege especitJlv, of seeing God, that the Eomanists 
ground their belief that the perfected spirits of just men in 
heaven come to see all things in him, to know the petitions, 
and to be acquainted with the requests of their humble sup- 
plicants ; but now the primitive Fathers have peremptorily 
affirmed that the saints departed are not yet admitted to the 
sight of God, but are only kept in certain hidden receptacles, 
in the full enjoyment of peace and rest, till the general resur- 
rection; this they have not only asserted in bo many words, 
and endeavoured to prove, from our Saviour's* soul being in 
paradise, which they wiU not have to he the highest heaven ; 
but thinking them in a condition not yet fuDy and completely 
happy, instead of invocating them, did pray for their further 
bliss and consummation, f So that denying the foundation, 
they cannot he supposed to grant the doctrine built upon it. 
No fewer than eighteen Fathers, by the Romanists' own con- 
fession, are of this opinion ; and though they should be mis- 
taken, as their great Cardinal thinks they were, and endeavours 
to prove ; yet it is enough to our present purpose, that they 
did not hold the one, and therefore could neither teach nor 
practise the other. 

2. One chief argument, which the primitive Fathers used 
to prove the Divinity of the Son and the Holy Ghost against 
the Arians and Macedonians, was the catholic practice of the 
Church in praying to them : which would not have been of 
any force, had they believed that any creatures, though never 
so highly esalted in nature and condition, might have had 
that honour paid unto them. They tell us frequently in their J 
writings, that when the Gospel directs us to invocate the Son 
and Holy Ghost in conjunction with the Father, it proves 
them to be true God, that invocation supposing them every 
where to he present, when they are invoked, and that omm- 
presence being the sole property of God. For the same 
reason, when the Arians, who conceived Christ to be no more 
than an excellent and God-like creature, did yet pray unto 

• Irea. I. 5. c. 31. [p. 330. Venet. 1731.] 
t ChrysoB. torn. 6. p. 998. 
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bim, the Catholics accused them of idolatry. HadtheC&tho- 
Uca at the same time practised the iDvocation of saints, the 
charge might bsTe been returned with gre&ter force upon 
themselves, and whatever could have been thought of by the 

Catholics to excuse themselves from that guilt, might, with 
more strength, have been urged by the Ariaus in their behalf. 
Had the Catholics replied, as the Romanists do now, that 
though they did pray to the blessed sprits, yet they did not 
do it with that sovereign, direct, and final prayer, nor mth 
those sublimest thoughts and intentions of honour, wherewith 
they did address to God, but only with indirect, subaltern, 
and relative prayer, and with no higher intentions of honour 
to them, than what is proportioned to the exccltendes of their 
finite nature ; the Arians might have returned upon them with 
great advaiitiige : "Even after the same manner, sirs, and with 
the same due limitations do we invocate the man Christ 
Jesus ; and whilst we do no more but so, we have more reason 
for what we do, than what you can have, since Christ ia con- 
fessedly superior to all creatures, and consequently deserves at 
least as great an honour to be paid to him, as unto any the 
highest amongst them : though we do not think him God 
equal with the Father, yet the Scripture assures us 'he is 
esalted far above all angels, prmcipahties, and powers, and 
every name which is named in heaven and earth ;' nnd though 
we may not honour the Son in the same high degree, with an 
as of equality as we do the Father, yet the Scripture enjoins 
us to do it with the same kind of honour, with an a« of umili- 
tude and likeness ; and this is more than can be said in defence 
of that honour and invocation you offer to saints and angels." 

3. Because the Fathers condemned the heathen as guSty of 
idolatry, for invocating their dtcmons or inferior deities, which 
in a manner is the samewith the Eomish* invocation of angela 
and saints. This has been invincibly proved against the 
Bomaniats, by a gjeat light of our Church, who hath made 
the parity and agreement betwixt them to be very obvious ; as, 

1. In the object of their invocation : the heathens had one 
supreme Grod, and a multitude of inferior deities ; the 
Bomaniats have also, besides one God above all, a. multitude of 
angels and saints departed. It may be, the vulgar and ordi- 
nary people might mistake for their gods, Jupiter of Crete, 
Mars, Venus, Vulcan, Bacchus, persons that had been famous 

■ Dean of St. Paul's against G. 
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d adulteries ; and if they did, it is to be feared 
not much better an account can be given of many of the 
canonized saints in the Church of Rome ; hut the wiser sort 
had far diiferent apprehensions of their deities ; they said and I 
beUeved the same of the supreme God, as Christians do,* 
" that he made the whole world, and sees all things ; that he 
wants neither power, nor will, nor knowledge to make his pro- 
vidence concerned in the least things ;" that neither the 
actions nor the very thoughts of men's minds can be hid from 
him. 

Accordingly we find St. Panl aflnrming of the heathensf 
" that they knew God," ascribing to the heathen's Jupiter, the 
being the Creator of all things ; so he told the Athenians, 
" Him whom ye ignorantly worship, declare I unto you, 
God that made the world,"t and the being the Father of all 
mankind, when he said in the words of one of their poets, 
" for we arc all his offspring." And then for their inferior 
deities, there is so very little disparity hetwist them and the 
angels and saints invocated by the Church of Rome, that it 
seems to he only in name. Accordingly St. Austin§ confessed, 
that the Flatomsts did affirm the same things of their good 
dtemons as Christians did of the blessed angels : did they dis- 
tinguish their inferior deities into such spirits as were by 
death || dehvered from the body, and such as never had any ; 
into such as always lived in heaven, and such, whose merits 
had advanced them thither? How exactly does this suit with 
the difference given by Romanists hetwist angels and saints 
departed, and the reason of their worshipping them, the 
spiritual and heavenly nature of the one, and the merits of the 
other 1. 

2. In the office ascribed to them. The employment the 
heathens put upon their dsemons was to carry up the prayers 
of men to God,l[ and what they had obtained to bring hack 
to men ; imagining the supreme God to be of too pure and 
sublime a natnre, immediately to converse with men ; they 
looked upon these as advocates and mediators betwixt God 
and men, and as intercessors and procurers of their desired 

« Plot. Enn. 5. 1. 9. c. 5. [p. 558, BbbU. 1580,] Lsert. in Vit. Thai. 
p. 2t. Secec. Ep. 83. f Rom. L 21. 

t Acta ivii. [23. 24.] 
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blessinga : and ia not this the same thing the Church of Rome 
Bays, touching the ofiicc of lUiKeU and blessed apirits in the 
behalf of men, such aa do Holjcit God for them, Rod by their 



1 



} pre' 



i nud interest in God, obtain of him 



what they theniBelvcs pray for ? 

3, III that which they make the fonndation of their worship 
and invocation to them, vis. a middle sort of excellency 
betwixt God and men ; so said the heathena, that there were 
a sort of beings between God and men, that participated of 
both natures, and that by means of those intermediate beiDga, 
an intercourse was maintained betwixt heaven and earth ; and 
as God was to be worshipped for himself, so the others to be 
loved and honoured " for his sake, as being gods by way of 
participation, as likest to him, as his vicars, and as reconcilers 
betwixt them :" and is not this the declared reason why the 
Church of Home gives religious worship to angels and departed 
saints, " because of a middle sort of worth and excellency 
that is in them, that is neither infinite as the Divine, nor so 
low as the human," hut spiritual and supernatural? whereby 
approaching near to the Divinity they have great interest in 
the court of heaven, and ought, as Celsus said of their dtemons, 
to be prayed unto to be favourable and propitious to ns. So 
exact you see is the parallel betwist them. Now against this 
dBemon-worship the Fathers replied, that whatever great and 
aupematural excellencies were to be found iu the spirits above, 
ought indeed to have an acknowledgment and honour paid to 
them both iu mind and action, proportioned and commensurate 
to such excellencies ; but yet they were not to be esteemed 
inwardly as gods, uor to he worshipped with any outward act 
of religious worship, be it erecting altars, making vows, or 
puttmg up prayers to them, as if they were such : for all and 
every part of tbat was solely due to God, and not to be given 
to any the highest created excellency ; as you may see their 
minds more fully in the next particular. 

4. The Fathers positively assert, that none but God ought 
to be invocated. 

And the first I shall mention is, that advice which Ignatius* 
gave the virgins of his time, not to direct their prayers and 
supplications to any, but only to the blessed Trinity : " O 
ye virgins, have Christ alone before your eyes, and his Father 
in your prayers, being enlightened by the Spirit." 

■ Ign. Ep. ad FhilideVh. [p. 227. Lips. 1699.] 
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_■ Ireuffius, in his first book, takipg notice of some persons 
Triio had entertained strange fancies concerning the power of 
angeU, and accordingly gave divine worship to them, tells us 
plainly,* that the doctrine and practice of the Church in hia 
days was far otherwise, and " that throughout the world it 
did nothing by invocation of angels, nor by incantations, but 
purely and manifestly directs her prayers to God, who made 
ali, and calls upon the name of our Lord Jesus Christ." 
Feuardentius, in his notes upon the place, would have the 
words of the Father to be understood only of prayers made 
by evil men to evil spirits and angels ; but then why did not 
the Father express it so ? Why does he exclude all angels 
without distinction from divine worship ; when he says, "the 
whole Church every where called only upon God and his Son 
Christ Jesus," 

Eusebius, in his history, hath set down a long prayer of the 
holy martyr Polycarp, which he uttered at the time of his 
suffering ; wherein there is not any one petition put up to 
saints, hut every one directed to God through the mediation of 
Christ, closing his prayer with this doxology :t " Therefore in 
all things I praise thee, I hlesa thee, I glorify thee, through 
the eternal Priest Jesus Christ thy beloved Son ; to whom, 
with thee, O Father, and the Holy Ghost, be all glory now 
and for ever." 

To which we may add, what also is recorded by the same 
author, that when the Church of Smyrna desired the body of 
their martyred bishop to give it an honourable interment, and 
was denied it by the governor, upon the unworthy suggestion 
of the Jews, that they would worship it, they thus replied, 
" We can never be induced to worship any other but Christ, 
him being the Son of God we adore, others, as martyrs and 
his sincere disciples, we worthily love and respect ;" and that 
which here deserves a particular observation is, what the 
learned primate of Armagh hath pointed out to us, vit. that 
what in the original Greek is ai^uv, " religiously to worship," 
is in the Latin edition,! ^^^ "''s voat to he read in ell the 
Churches of the West, rendered precem orafionis impeailere, 
I "to impart the supplication of prayer." 

^ • Iren. 1. 2. c. 57. [c 33. utsupra, p. IfiG.] 
t Easeb. I. 4. c. 15. [p. 133. Par. 1659.] 

t Ki poBBion. MS. 7 Kalend. Fcbr. in Bib. Eccl. Sari^b. et Dom. 
Rob. Cotton. 
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The nest testimony I shall produce, is that of Origen, who 
18 very fiill to this puqjose : in his writings against Celsus, he 
tells lis, "We mast endeavour to please God alone, and labour 
to have him propitioia to us, procuring his good-will with god- 
li[iess and all kind of virtue ; and if Celsus will have ua to 
procure the good-will of any others after him that is Giod over 
all, let him consider, that as when the hody is moved, the 
motion of the shadow thereof doth follow it; so in like maimer, 
having God favourable to us, who is over all, it followeth, that 
we shall have all his friends, both angels and spirits, loving to 
ns ;" and whereas Celsus had sMd of the angels, that they be- 
long to God, and in that respect were to he prayed unto, that 
they may be favourable to us, he thus sharply replies, 



" Away with Cclsus's counsel, saying that we must pray t 
angels, for we must pray to him who is God over all, ana w 
mnst pray to the Word of God, his only begotten Son, and 



the first-bom of all creatures ; and we must entreat him, that 
he, as High Priest, would present our prayer unto his God and 
our God." And when Celsus objected, that the Christiana 
did not keep to their own rule of praying to, and worshipping 
none hut God, since they gave the same honoor to Cluist, 
whom they knew to be a man, he replies, " that Christ was 
God as well as man, one with the Father," and proves it 
from miracles, and prophecies, and precepts, that this honour 
was given to him, to be worshipped as they worship the 
Pather. 

Had Colsiis objected that the Christians worshipped angela 
and saints de])arted, it had been laid right, aud would have 
borne hard upon them, and he had inferred strongly, that they 
might as well worship their inferior deitierf; hut Celsus objects 
no snch thing (but only their worshipping of Christ, which 
Origen was well provided to answer) ; and this is an evident 
proof that the Christians were not guilty of it. Had there 
been hut the least ground to suspect them for it, it would have 
been so hugely serviceable to his cause, and with so much force 
have rebounded back upon the Christians, that it is not to be 
imagined so industrious and spiteful an adversary as Celsus, 
woidd have omitted, with the greatest insult and triumph, to 
have laid it at their door. 

To these we might add the suffrages of many more, * who 
have written set treatises of prayer, teaching us to regulate all 

* St. Cyprisn. 



r prayers after that most petfect pattern of our Lord's, and 

Er to direct our petitions to our heayenly Father only. 

Gregory Nyasen saith,* "we are taught to worship and 
adore that nature only that ia uncreated." 

Athannsius, " that God wdy ia to be worshipped, that the 
creature is not to ador-e the creature." 

St. Austinf says expressly, " that the saints are to be 
honoured for imitation, not to be adored for religion ; that at 
the communion table they were named, but not invocated. 
And again, you see the head of the most renowned empire 
stooping with bis diadem, and praying at the Hepulchre of 
Peter the fisherman, namely, it is to God himself that he 
prays, though at the tomb of Peter." 

Epiphanius J reproving, as he calls it, the women's heresy, 
who were wont to oifer up a cake to the blessed Virgin, hatb 
these words : " Let Mary be in honour, but let the Father, 
and the Sou, and the Holy Ghost be worshipped :" and to 
shew us what a very ill opinion he had of that at least super* 
stitious practice, he six times repeats in that tract, Maplay 
/iT/Siie irpoaKvyclTiiit "Let no man adore Mary." 

To name no more, Tertullian,§ in his Apology for the Chris- 
tians, thns expresses lumsclf; after he had set down the many 
great blessings the Christians thought themselves ever obliged 
to beg for their Emperors, "As long life, and valiant arms, 
and a faithful senate, and loyal subjects, and a peaceable 
reign ; these things," saith he, " I may not pray for from any 
other but from him, of whom I know I shall obtain them, 
because both it is he who is alone able to give, and I am he to 
whom it appertains to obtain that which is requested, being 
his servant who observe him alone." 

VIL 



This, I think, will be fully made out from these three par- 
ticulars. 

• dcTitTov firip, Cont. Eimoin. torn. 2. Orat. 1. [p. 572. Par. 1638.] 
Orat. 3. Coatr. Arian. [vol. 1, p. 204. Hddelb. 1601.] 

t De Vcr. Relig. o. 55. [ut supra, vol. I. p. !86,] da Ciyit. Dei, 1, 22. 
c. 10. [Ibi'l- vol. 7. p. 673.] Ep. 42. [Ibid. vol. 2. p. 843.] 

t Hterei. 79. adver. Colljriduui. [p. 1064. Colon. 1G82.] 

i Apol. Sect. 30. [p. 27. Par. 1695.] 
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THE WORSHIP OF THE CHOBCH OF ROUK. 

I . Thia ascribes to ongels anci saints the nttributes iind per- 
JectioQB that are aolelv proper and peculiar to God, vis. his 
omniHciciice and omnipresence ; for not only when mental 
prayers, as the Church of Rome directs, but (since the blessed 
BpiritB above cannot be supposed to espouse the cause of an 
insincere Totary) when vocal prayera also are offered up to 
them, it supposes them privy to the very thoughts, and ac- 
qufunted with the hearts of men ; a«;nin, when innumerable 
prayers and supplications from millions of places at the 
greatest distance from one another, are at the same time ira- 
tnediatcly put up to them, it supposes in like manner, that 
th^ are present in all places, and at the same time can g^ve 
au<fience to all their petitioners. Now what more or greater 
can he said of God ? Is not this that infinite knowledge, that 
omnipreseat power, and never absent nature that the Scriptures 
solely attribute to the Creator of all things, and have denied to 
any of the highest form of the creatures ? And although I will 
Bot undertake to describe to you the exact bounds and measures 
cf the angelical nature and perfections, how perspective their 
knowledge is ! how piercmg their understandings ! how swift 
their motion ! Yet sure I am, that neither they, nor any other 
the moat elevated part of God's creation, can by their own natu- 
ral power know the hearts of men, and be in all pkccs at one 
instant of time. It is God alone, whose understanding is infi- 
mt«( who looks down from heaven, and beholds all the ways 
of the sons of men; "He, even he knoweth alt the hearts of 
the children of men."* " It is he that seeth in secret,"t And 
God challengea it as peculiar to himself: "The heart is 
deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked, who can 
know it? I the Lord search the heart, I try the reins." J By 
this ai^;ument the Fathers triumphed over the Arians ana 
Macedonians, in proving the Divinity of the Son and the Holy 
Ghost, which yet would have been no argument at all, had 
not this knowledge been an incommunicable perfection in the 
JMvine nature. 

But it is said, that it is God indeed that only naturally, and 
of himself, knows the hearts of men, but this hinders not, hut 
that others, his saints and angels, may know them by commu- 
nication from him, vis. either by revelation from God, or by 
the beatific vision, "seeuig all things in God, who sees all 
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answer to thia, not to mentiou how it contradicts the 
express words of Scripture, which without any distinction or 
limitation, does as plainly assert as words can do it, " That 
God only knows the heart ;" not to mention the many dis- 
putes the Romanists have among tbemseWes which way ia to 
be chosen as the most probable, and after what manner, m 
either way, this knowledge is derived and passed from God to 
them : these things may be said, 

1. That God hath nowhere declared, that he hath eommu- 
nicated this privilege and prerogative of his nature to saints 
and angels, or that he does any way make visible or known 
to them the hearts and the requests of men ; and now, if what 
is not of faitb is sin, we having no test of Scripture to build 
our faith upon in this particular, must of necessity sin in pray- 
ing to them on that supposition, and commit that very sin too, 
which we doubt whether we so doing commit or no ; nay, the 
silence of the Scripture in this particular, has in a manner 
determined the pomt ; and we may conclude, that the most 
jealous God has reserved the honour of invocation to himself 
alone, since he has nowhere given us the least hint or intimation 
of leave to pray to them. 

2. We are informed in Scripture, that the saints departed 
do not particularly know or mind what is done here below ; 
God tells Josiah, " Thou shalt he gathered to thy grave in 
peace, neither shall thine eyes see all the evil I will bring upon 
this place."* "The dead know not any thing, "f that is, of the 
affairs of this world, saitb tbe Preacher. " His sons come to 
honour, and he knowetb it not ; and they are brought low, 
and he perceiveth it not of tbeni," says Job, of man in the 
other state. When Ehjah was about to be taken up into 
heaven, he thus spake to Ehsha, " Ask what I shall do for 
thee before I shall be taken away from thee :" J strongly im- 
plying, that when he was once gone, it was in vain to aak any 
thmg of him. EHjah was immediately taken up into heaven, 
made no stay by the way, in limbo, a3 the Romanists them- 
selves agree ; being in heaven, his love to Ehsha could not be 
forgot, nor his interest in God lessened, but rather both, by 
being exalted thither, very much increased and augmented ; 
so that no reason can be given why he should limit and fix his 
making his desires known to him to the time of hia abode 
with him on earth, but only this, his persuasion that in the 
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Other state he should not be capable to hear his request, «nd 
8o all hia future addresses to him would be ineffectual. To 
these we may add that known place iu Isaiah, "Abraham 
doth not know ua, and Israel Is ignorant of us ■"* from whence 
St. Austin concludes, that " If those great men, and founders 
of their nation were ienorant of what was done in aller ages to 
their posterity, why should the dead be thought in a condition 
to know or help their surviiing friends in what they do."-f 
. 3. They that will have God acquaint particidar sauits and 
imgels with those petitions that are put up to them, impose a 
Tery servile and dishonourable office ou God ; aud as some- 
times they will have us, out of discretion and humility, go to 
God by saints and angels, as men make their way to a prince 
by his favourites ; now they make the king and his subjects 
to ohauge places, and God is scut to wait on them with the 
requests of their notaries. What can he more strangely ridi- 
culous than this position of theirs ? That the petitioner must 
first make hia suit to angels and saints, then God must tell 
tliose angels and saints both the person that prays, and the 
boon be prays for, then the angela or saints must back again 
and present them lo God. Or, when any one addresses to an 
angel or saint, to supplicate the blessed Virgin in his behalf, 
God must first tell tliis angel or saint the contents of the 
address ; then be must post to the blessed Virgin ; she, upon 
the first notice of it, must have recourse to her Son ; and ne, 
upon the motion of hia mother, repair to his Father, to present 
that requeat to him, which he himself first revealed. But is 
not this an insufferable affront to God, aud an intolerable 
abuse to themselves ? To send the Most Iligh God ou the 
errands of his creatures, and to ap]>ly themselves to broken 
cistenis, when they may directly go to the fountain itself of alt 
blessings ? 

4. Neither can the angels and spirits above know the hearts 
and petitions of their supplicants any more, by virtue of the 
sight of God, than by revelation from liim. This fond opinion 
depends upon this Romish gingle, "That seeing God, they 
must iu him see all things,"^ that in idea are contained iu him ; 
but docs not the Scripture assure us, " That no one knows 
the tbluga of God, hut the Spirit of God which is in him 7"^ 

• Isa. biii. 16. 

t St. AuHt. de Cura pro Mort. o. 13. [ut supra, vat. fi. p. 525.] 
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they not tell us, how ignorant the angels were of the great 
li^Btery of man's redemption, notwithstanUiQg their neameBS 
to God, and beholding his face, " till it waa made knonu to 
them hy the Church."* Does not our Saviour let us know, 
that he himself as man, though hia humanity was hypostati- 
caily miited to the Divinity, did not pretend to know all the 
counsels and purposes of God? Speaking of the day of judg- 
ment, he says, " Of tliat day ana hour knoweth no man, no 
not the angels of heaven, but the Father only."f Why then 
should it be thought credible, that the hleased spirits above, 
hy beholding God's face, do in that glass of the Divinity see 
all things and transactions that are done, and hear all prayers 
and petitions that are made by the sons of men ? 

2. This doctrine and practice is highly derogatory from the 
glory of God, as Governor of the world. God is the great 
Lord of Leaven and earth ; all that we are, and al! that we 
have, we derive from him ; we are upheld hy hia power, and 
maintained hy his bounty and goodness : " In bim we live, and 
move, and have our bemg ;" " he gives to all life and breath, 
and all things ;" he numbers the hairs of our head, paints the 
lilies of the field beyond the glory of Solomon, feeds the 
young ravens that call upon him ; takes care of sparrows, 
much more of man, who is of a more worthy and excellent 
nature, much more yet of oations and kingdoms, who consist 
of multitudes of men linked by laws and government ; and 
though sometimes, whenhepleasea,he makes use of the ministry 
of angels, and makes them the instruments of his providence 
towards the sons of men ; yet he has no where told us, that he 
hath divided to them, much less to saints departed, their 
several provinces, or set them their particular tasks ; that he 
has made them presidents over such countries or cities, patroua 
and guardians over such persona or professions j that he has 
given them a power over such and such maladies and diseases; 
hut has reserved the power of dispensing his kindnesses, 
where, to whom, and in what measure, in his own hands; and 
therefore all our trust and conAdeQce ought entirely to be 

E laced in Crod, all our thanks and praises are due to him, and 
e alone is to be acknowledged as the author and douor of all 
our blessings: but now from that presidentship and protection, 
that power and patront^c, that the RomauistsJ " intruding 
fcJBto those things they have not seen," without sufficient ground 

1 Pet. ;. 12. I Matth. iiiv. 36. t CoL u. IS. 
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ascribe to angels &nd saints, over particular kingdoms, persons, 
and in pBrticular cases and circumstances {thouf;h as substi- 
tutes under God), arises naturally some degree of trust and 
confidence in them, some debt of homage and praise to them; 
and it is well if the person obliged looks any higher in his 
returns of love and thankfulness, than to that particular angel 
or saint he prayed to, and from tthose deputed power and 
authority he thinks he received his deliverance ; and what is 
this but to rob God of the honour of being sole Governor ot 
the world, and to make some of his creatures, who are no less 
beholding to him for their subsistence than the rest, to par- 
take with him of that trust and affection, that homage and 
subjection, that is wholly due to him from all his creatures ? 
What is this, as our Church in her Homily expresses it, "hut 
a turning from the Creator to the creature?"* "Cursed is the 
man that tmateth in man," says the Prophet, and for the 
same reason in any finite and created being ; because in what 
degree he does so, in the same does his heart depart from God; 
but "blessed is the man that trusteth in the Lord, and whose 
hope the Lord is," 

What low and mean conceptions of God have those men, 
who think his government of the world must be modelled and 
conformed to a prince's government over his kingdom ; and 
because he being but a man, and so not able in person to hear 
all complaints, and redress all grievances, appoints substitutes 
under him, judges and magistrates to do it ; therefore God 
must do so too } whereas there is an infinitely wider distance 
between the wisdom, oud knowledge, and goodness, and power 
of God, and those of the most accomphshed governor, than 
there is between the height of heaven and the lowest centre of 
the earth : " My thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are 
your ways my ways, saitb the Lord ; for as the heavens are 
lugher than the earth, so are my ways higher than yout ways, 
and my thoughts than your thoughts,"'!' '^^^ wisest monarch 
on earth falls infinitely short of the perfections of God; bis 
knowledge is but short, his power small, and therefore caunot 
possibly, without the information and assbtance of others, 
extend the influences of hia government over all his subjects ; 
did he not make use of more eyes and more hands than his 
own, the complaints of some would be altogether neglected, 
and the cause of others not rightly judged, his mistakes would 
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be iniiuinerB,ble, and his wiags too short to cherish and foster, 
to shelter and cover every comer of his realm : but could he 
act with that plenitude of wisdom, aud knowledge, and power, 
that is in God, all then might have aecess to his person, either 
immediately, or by his son, that is of like nature and power 
with htm, aud no man fear the being seut back unheard, or 
the having his cause misjudged, the not having justice done 
him, or mercy in a compassionabte case withheld from him ; 
God's wisdom is never wearied with seeing, uor his power tired 
with acting in the world, supposing the affairs of the world to 
be intinite, which they are not, yet God is infinite too ; and 
now an infinite God can with as much ease manage and govern 
an infinite nnmber of affairs, as one wise man can prudently 
manage one affair, infinite bearing the same proportion to infi- 
nite, OS one does to one. 

The same fancy likewise of making the court of heaven 
resemble princes' courts on earth, bath brought forth that ex- 
cuse in the Homish supplicants, that it is out of au humble 
sense of their own unworthiness, and an awful regard to the 
infinite Majesty of God, that they address to him, as earthly 
subjects to their king, not immediately to himself, but by the 
mediation of angels and saints, those courtiers and favourites 
of heaven. But what wise man on earth, who is abundantiy 
satisfied of the readiness and abihty of his prince to help him, 
and hath free leave given him on any occasion to come, im- 
mediately, or by his son, to him, will choose to waive this 
freedom of access, and apply himself to some inferior officer 
and favourite (of whose power and interest he is not so well 
assured), either to reheve him himself, or to procure reHef of 
the king for him 1 This is our case ; God is of infinite wisdom, 
goodness, and power, every way able, on oU occasions, to 
afford suitable aids and supphea to the wants of his creatures, 
hath not only allowed, hut commanded all *' to coll upon him 
in the day of trouble, to pour out their complaints to him," 
hath over and over promised "to hear their prayers, and to 
answer them," hath appointed his own Sou, God with him- 
self, the master of requests, from time to time to receive all 
the petitions of his subjects; and both the one and the other 
are infinitely more able, and infinitely more willing to hear and 
succour them, than the best and wisest, and most poweriul of 
all created beings ; and shall we now be afraid to take the 
liberty that Gud hath given us ? Shall we coll that impud< 
which God hath made our duty ? 'Whilst we pretend hi 
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lity, abftll ne forfeit our allegiance, and tUstrust hia promises, 
Biid suspect the goodness of his nature, for fear of being too 
Baucy and too bold with his person? To this pretence of ¥0- 
luntary humiiity, the Fathers loug smcc, particularly St. Am- 
brose and St. Ohrysostom, gave a satislactory answer ; St. 
Ambrose, or wbocrer was the author of those Commentaries 
that go under his name,* observing that the heathens used the 
same apology for going to their gods by their inferior deities aa 
the Somanists do now for their addressing to God by saints 
and angels, namely, " as men go to the king by his courtiers, 
out of humility aud a deep sense of tbe infinite distance be~ 
tween God and tbeui," calls it "a miserable excuse ;" andadds, 
" is any man so mad and regardless of himself, to give the 
honour due to the king to any of his courtiers ; which, if a 
man does, he h condemned of treason ? And yet they think 
thentselres not guilty, who give the honour due to God's name 
to a creature, anil forsaking God, adore their fellow-servants, 
as' though anything greater than that were reserved for God 
himself. But therefore we go to a king by his officers &Dtl 
servants, because the kmg is but a man, who knows not of 
himself whom to employ in his public affairs (without infor- 
mation from others). But with God it is otherwise, for no- 
thing is hid from him ; he knows the deserts of every one, and 
therefore we need no spokesman but a derout mind ; for when- 
soever such an one shall apeak to him he will answer him." 
St. Chrysostom also, often to the same purpose, denies the way 
of our coming to God to be like the manner of kings' courts ; 
" When thou hast need,"t saith he, " to sue unto a king, thou 
art forced first to apply to his favourites, and go a great way 
about ; but with God there is no such thing ; he is entreated 
without an intercessor; it sufiiceth only, that thou cry in thine 
heart, and bring tears with thee, and entering in straightway 
thou mayest draw him unto thee :" and for example hereof, 
he sets before us the woman of Canaan : " she entreated not 
James, she heseeched not John, neither did she go to Peter, 
but broke through the crowd to Christ himself, saying, I have 
no need of a mediator, but taking repentance with me to re- 
commend me, I come to the fountain itselt'; for this cause did 
he descend ; for this cause did he take flesh, that I might 

• 1 [In] Rom. i. 21. [vol. 2. Append, p. 33. Par. 1090.] 
t St. Chtj. Serm. 7. of Bepeiitonce. [ut snpta, vol. 2 p. 336.] Serin. 
ID Pealm iv. p. 524, 802. [Ibid. vol. 5. p. 8, 9.] 
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have the boldness to speak unto him ; I haye no need of a 
mediator, have thou mercy upon mc." 

3. It ia highly injurious to the honour of Christ, as the 
only mediator God Iiaa appointed betwixt God and man. 
God, as the reward of the unspotted innocency of hia life and 
perfect obedience of his death, exalted him to the right hand 
of majesty and glory, bestowed a mediatorioua kingdom on 
him, invested him with all power in hcaveu and earth, and 
gave him authority to reeeive and answer the prayers of his 
people: "Jesus, whom ye slew and hanged on a tree, Tiirg 
hath God exalted to be a Prince and a Saviour:"* "Let all the 
house of Israel know assuredly, that God hath made that 
same Jesus whom yc have crucified, both Lord and Christ."-)' 
" He humbled himself, and became obedient unto death, even 
the death of the cross; wherefore God also hath highly exalted 
him, and given him a name which is above every name ; that 
at the name of Jesus every knee should bow, and every tongue 
confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the 
Father." J So that now to make more mediators than Christ, is 
not only to undervalue h!s all-sufficient merits, to distrust his 
never-foihng interest and power with God, but also to invade 
that honour and royalty that God hath conferred on him 
alone ; by ^vuig to angels and saints the same power, they 
give them the same honour too, and Christ is robbed of both, 
whilst others are made to divide with him. But to which of 
the angels or saints departed, said God at any time, " Sit 
thou on my right hand to make intercession for men?" Of 
which of them has he at any time affirmed, as he has done of 
Christ, " He is able to save them to the uttermost, that come 
to God by him, seeing he ever lives to make intercession fot 
men T That if any man sin, he is an advocate with the Father 
for him ? Or, whatsoever ye shall ask the Father jn his name, 
it shall be given you?" Certainly, they who will have angels 
and saints mediators betwixt God and men, ought to produce 
a commission signed by God, or hia Son Jcaus, to constitute 
them such ; hut this they are no more able to do than they 
are to make a grant of such power and honour themselves to 
them. It is true, the blessed spirits above are aaid to stand 
about the throne of God, and the holy angels to behold his 
face; and as the honour of a prince is increased by the number 
of his attendants, so is our Lord's e.toltation rendered the 

• Acts [t. 30, 31.J t Acta [ii. 23, 30.] { Pta. ii. [9, 9, 10, 11.] 
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more glorious by those ten thousEind times ten thousand that 
minister unto him; but yet it is never said, " they sit at God's 
right hand, or hve for ever to make intercession for us ;" 
and having no such delegation of power from God for this 
office, the honour and worship that belongs to it cannot he 
given to thein without manifest vtrong and sacrilege to Chriat. 
who has. The holy angels are God's ministering spirits, and 
the spirits of just men departed his glorified saints ; but God 
hath made "Jesus only Lord and Christ : and put all things, 
in heaven and earth, in subjection under his leet ;" of him 
only hath he said, " Let all the angels honour him. and let all 
the saints fall down before him, and all men honour the Son, 
even as they honour the Father."* Amen. 

TO CONCirDE; 

Were we certain that the saints departed do now reign in 
heaven, and enjoy the beatific vision ; add that it was lawful 
to iuvocate such as are undoubtedly saints, as the blessed 
Virgin and the holy Apostles : yet, methinka, a waiy man 
should be shy, and not over-forward to exhibit that honour to 
all whom the Pope hath canonized : I cannot for my heart 
but think, that the prelates and bishops in King Henry 
Vlllth's time had as much reason to unsaint Thomas a Becket 
for being a rebel against bis Prince, as Pope Alexander III. had 
to canonize him for being a higotfor the Church. What can a 
sober Christian think of the saintship of some, who never had 
any being in the worid, and of others who never had any 
goodness ; many of their saints are mere names, without per- 
sons ; and many mere persons, without holiness ; nay, I am 
very confident, that the greatest incendiaries and disturbers of 
the peace of the worid do as well deserve it, as that famous 
Pope Hildebrand, or Gregory VII. Innumerable might be 
instanced in, whose saintship justly faUs under great suspi- 
cion ; hut it is enough that some Romanists themselves, and 
those of no little authority in their Church, have granted-j- 
" that the Pope's canonizations are doubtful and subject to 
error :" if then at any time his infallibility should chance to 
mistake, as I am pretty sure he has more than once done, the 
members of that Church are in a sweet case, and are not only 
in danger of invocating saints, but devils also ; which ts idolatiy 
with a witness, and by their own confession. 

• Jolm V. 23. 

t BcUnrm. de Btat, Sanct. I, 1. c. 7, B. [vol. 2. p. 3flC, &o. Prag. 1721.1 



> SAINTS ANQ 1 



A DISCOURSE 



WORSHIP OF THE BLESSED VIRGIN AND THE SAINTS : 






Account of the heginninga and riae of it amongtt Christiana, 
in Answer to M. de Meaux'a Appeal to the Fourth Age, 
in his Exposition and Pastoral Letter, 



^ 1. The gentlemen of the Church of Rome have been 
pleased lately to Bend books amongst ua of a very different 
strmn ; on the one side " Popery Misrepresented and Repre- 
sented," but especially Monsieur de Meauz's " Exposition of 
the Roman Doctrine;" on the other side our Lady's "Rosary," 
and the "Contemplation of her Life and Glory," &c. which go 
op and down, though not so openly as the other. Aad we be- 
lieve they have books in reatliness to explain over again their 
meaning in the other articles (treated of in the "Exposition"), 
at the same rate that their books of partictilar devotion to our 
Lady, do explain the articles of religious worship, and Invo- 
cation of Saints. 

In the mean time they seem to believe, that there are no 
articles will hear a representation in their true colours, sooner 
or better than these. And the truth is, as mankind has in 
all ages been very prone to superstition, so to no kind of it 
more than to that of worshipping dead men and women ; 
which being the practice they would reconcile us to, in the 
first place, we arc concerned the more thoroughly to 
what they now think fit to say for it. 

But let no man think, that in this cause we arc 
against the saints deported, because we contend with their 
shippers. Let do man take our reflisal to honour them, as 
their worshippers honour them, for an argument that we do 
not honour them at all. We are content to be tried by that 
known rule of St. Austin, that " they are to be honoured for 
imitation, not to be adored for religion." We believe that I' 
liigheat hoaoui wc can do them, is to follow their examph 
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iry coramemo- 
irtuesi, especially of tlioir Bufferings 
e congratulate their victories over 
the world ; we rejoice in their glory and happiness ; we pro- 
pound their esamples to the imitation of the faithful, exciting 
them to live as the saints once lived, that they at length may 
inherit thoae promises, which, hy their faith and patience in 
this world, the saints now inherit in the other ; vie praise God 
for them, as often as we meet together at the holy table of our 
Lord : and when we meet to inter our Christian brethren, we 
pray to God " to hasten his kiDgdom, that we, with all ^ose 
that are departed io the true faith of his holy name, may have 
our perfect consummation and bliss, both in hotly and soul, in 
his everlasting glory." 

Thus we honour the departed saints, remembering all along, 
that thongh they are highly exalted above us, who are here 
below iraprisoncd in earthly bodies, and struggling in a sinJul 
world with infirmities and t«mptatioua ; we yet belong to the 
same body, of which they are members, and that they are 
still our fellow-servants. We are persuaded they have not 
less, hut rather more charity for ns than they had for the 
Church, when they lived upon the earth ; but whether they 
know us in partieuhkr or not, or in what instances thcv express 
their charity towards us, God having made no revelations of 
these things, we can define nothing about them j and therefore 
we dare not give them those honours, which suppose such an 
assurance of these things, as God hath thought fit to deny us. 
As the Virgin Mary in particular, we do with men and 
angels acknowledge that she was "blessed amongst women," 
Eiuce she brought forth the Saviour of mankind, and the Lord 
of heaven and earth ; since she was not the mother only, but 
the virgin mother also of our Lord, and conceived him by the 
power of the Holy Ghost. Which confession so honourable 
to her, being inseparable from a right behef concerning our 
Lord Jeans, we do not only set it forth upon the anniversary 
of the Annunciation, but frequently also in our sermons, and 
daily in the Creed. Moreover, we take these singular graces 
of God towards her, in conjunction with other things of a 
more common quality ; we doubt not but she was an excellently 
pious and virtuous person. We see by her behaviour, when 
the angel Gabriel* came to her, that she was not apt to be 
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impoaed upon by counterfeit visions and revelations, nor for- 
ward to belieye great tilings of herself, nor lifted up with 
pride, because she was so highly favoured ; but that upon thii 
extraordinary oeeasion, she whoHv resigned herself to the dis- , 
posal of God, with a wisdom and humility that could not but i 
be habitual. But if nothing at all had been said of her 
personal qualities in the Scriptures (as indeed there is hut very 
little), we might have presumed without rashness, that because 
God (who has no leas regard to a holy mind than to a pure 
body) would have the mother of our Lord to retain the purity 
of a virgin, he would also choose a most holy virgin to be his 
mother : and since he was pleased to send us so heavenly a 
treasure in an earthen vessel, he would choose one of the 
greatest honour. For which reason likewise, we might have 
concluded, without other testimony, that she became after- 
wards a faithful disciple of her Son. For when one, in admira- 
tion of him, cried out, " Blessed is the womb that bare thee, 
and the paps that gave thee suck : Yea rather," said he, 
" blessed are they that hear the word of God, and keep it :" 
without which blessedness, she that bore him in her womb, 
and nourished him at her breasts, would have been justly 
esteemed by all generations, the moat unhappy and miserable 
creature in the world. Finally, from all this we cannot but 
conclude that she is very happy and glorious in the kingdom 
of heaven. For though we have no particular revelations con- 
cerning this, to warrant any comparisons of her state, with 
that of angels and archangels ; yet, npou general reasons we 
may say with suflicient assurance, that her rewards and glories 
m heaven are exceeding great, and such as hold proportion, 
not only with her faith and patience (for as some think she 
suffered martyrdom) j hut likewise with that honour, which 
God was pleased to confer upon her in this world. 

Now if anything remains, whereby to express the tenderness 
we have for the honour of the blessed Virgin, it is this. That 
we should do what we can to redeem her name from that dis- 
honourable im])utation of affecting glories that cannot belong to 
the most excellent creature, that is but a creature : for they 
who, by most solemn rites of religious service, address to her, 
as to the " iiueen of heaven and earth," would make us believe, 
and pretend to believe themselves, that she is pleased with 
that worship which they offer to her. But if, as we say, they 
yield to iier those services which no creature is to receive ; they 
do by consequeuce represent her as a lady, that aspires to the 
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blessed Virgin. And if their saint-worship be liable t^ 
the same charge, thus also they represent the other saints. 
Now though in opposing their doctnne and practice, we are 
piindpally moved by tliat concern we ought to have for the 
gloiy of our Creator and Saviour ; yet it is some inducement to 
us so to do, that we shall thereby vindicate the blessed Virgin 
also, and all the glorified sainta. For if she knows what 
passes amongst mortals, she cannot but be displeased at those 
services that have been, and still are pdd to her, by some of 
her Son's disciples ; and if she said any thing at all to them, 
she shoiUd say to her votaries, but with greater indication, 
what the angel said to St. John, falling at his feet to worship 
him ;* " See thou do it not : I am thy fellow-servant : worship 
God." 

The same I say of the angels, the apostles, the martyrs, 
and bH the saints, whom they honour with the same kind of 
worship that they give to the blessed Virgin. Only the degree 
of her worship, and the frequency of their addresses to ner, 
and the strength of their confidence in her, is so much greater, 
that they have thought fit to invent a word of art to es:])reaa 
it by : Hijperdulia they call it ; a word which our people 
cannot understand better, than by knowing the practice which 
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It is so vast a proportion of rehgioua service, which they 
render to her ; it consists of so many parts and diversities, th^ 
it were a labour to recount them as particularly as the case 
would bear. It shall sulhce to mention some of the principal 
heads. They worship her with religious prayers and vows. 
They erect churches and oratories for her service ; where they 
worship her very images and pictures, and pretended rehcs. 
They make rosaries and compose Hours, Psalters, and other 
forma of devotion to her : they ask things of her that are 
proper to be asked of God oidy : they bum incense to her 
images, and offer their very sacrifice of the mass in her 
honour. 

Now as to this, and all the rest, we cannot but stand 
amazed, that this service of the blessed Virgin should grow 
to be one of the principal parts of their religion ; when the 
holy Scriptures have not given ns the least intimation of rule 
or example for it, or of any doctrine or practice that leads to 

■ Rev. m. lu. 
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it. That it ahoulct be a main design of their catechisms to 
instnict youth in the worship of the hlesaed Virgin ; of their 
Bermona to excite the people to put confidence in her, and t« 
call upon her for the present occasion ; of their books of dcvo' 
tion to direct them how to pray to her, and magnify her in 
formal invocations ; of their confessors to enjoin penitents to 
say BO many Ave Maries, in satisfaction for their sins, and to 
make at least as frequent applications to Mary, as to Jesus 
himself, for deliverance from sins and dangers ; when not one 
word, not one intimation of any thing lil(e to any thing of all 
this, is left upon record in the writings of the Evangelists and 
Apostles J from whom those men pretend to derive their 
religion, whose books are large enough for this so famous a 
service, to have been at least mentioned somewhere or other ; 
and who, without all doubt, would have more than mentioned 
it, if it had been the religion of those times. This is that we 
must always wonder at, and so much the more, because the 
constant tenor of the holy Scriptures hears against such 
practices as these, agreeably to that precept of both Testa- 
ments, "Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him only 
shall thou serve." 

And indeed our reasons to keep at a distance from this 
worship of the blessed Virgin and the saints, are so obvious and 
commonly known, that 1 shall not make it a business by itself 
to represent them. But these two tilings I shall consider as 
well aa I can : 

1 . The plausible expositions and colours, by which they 
have tried of late to justify themselves in these things. 

2. What were the hegiimings of this kind of worship 
amongst Christians, and by what steps it is grown to that 
height, in which we now see it. I shall consider the former 
in a narrow compass, because much has been said to it already. 
The latter is what I chiefly design. 

§. 2. In pursuance of the first thing propounded, I shall 
particularly observe how Monsieur de Meaux hath expounded 
these matters, under the heads of religions worship, of invoca- 
tion of saints, and giving honour to images and relics ; but I 
shall begin with the two latter, because he expounds these 
particularly ; and then I shaD consider the general defence he 
makes, for idl the religious worship they give to the V ' 
Vii^n, and to the saints. 

The worship of invocation is the foundation of a great many 

^ VOL. VII. 
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other things Jone in her serrice : for instance, it 
hath brought forth the Roeary, the Psalters, the Hours, 
all other offlces of devotion to her. It is this that hath rused 
her shrinea, and built oratories and chapels lor her especial 
Berrice. And indeed, if she as well as God is to be worshipped 
with prayers and hymns, it is but reasoiuible, that she should 
have her holy places for such services, as well as God. And 
yet St. Austin* thought the erecting of temples to be so proper 
an act of divine worship, that if we should do it to the most 
excellent angel, we should be anathematized from the Church 
of God : whereas therefore our churches are known from one 
another in cities nud populous towns, by the names of several 
saints ; yet we profess, that however for distincliou sake they 
are so called, they are God's houses and oratories, and not 
theirs ; and it is most manifest that they are used by us for hia 
worship, and not for theirs in whole or in part. 

The invocation of the blessed Virgin and the sainia has run 
out into some excesses, from which they might have separated 
it ; and therefore to these excesses I shall say but little, espe- 
cially because they defend them very fauitly, and with great 
appearances of self-condemnation. 

It was too much in all reason, that the Council of Trentf 
allowed of mental as well as vocal prayers to be made to the 
saints ; for this ascribes to them the knowledge of the secrets 
of hearts. And it is a very faint plea for this, which Monsieur 
de Meaux^ makes in saying, that "God did not disdain to 
discover future things to the prophets, though they appear 
much more particularly resened to his own knowledge." For 
this does not clear mental praying to the saints, &om the con- 
sequence we charge it with, unless they were sure, that as God 
discovered some future things to the prophets, so he does also 
perpetually reveal the prayers of our mind to the saints. The 
instance shews what is needless, that God can do it if he please ; 
it does not shew that he does it, and that oidy would have 
heen to the purpose. 

Beudes, whatever opinion they have of the lawfulness and 
profitableness of praying to saints, they should have been very 
much afraid to afiirm them to be mediators of intercession ; 
when, without any distinction, the Scripture does not only 

' Cant. Mnxim. Arian. lib. 1. c. 11. [vol. 8. 
t Seaa. 25. lie InvDt. S. [Labbe, Condi, i 
1G72.] Bellaj-. de Ssnct. BeiiCiC. I. 1. c. 20. [ut 
( Exp. p. 8. [p. 7. Lord. 1G86.] 
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Jre to Christ the quaKty of a mcdifttor, as M. de Meaux* 

Tants ; but likewiae the quality of our only Mediator, as he 

ihould have granted. Pot as" there is one God," so "there is 

[toe mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus."+ 

Huch less should men have been encouraged to make iwime- 

e applications to the saints, more frequently than to God or 

10 Christ ; as if the saints were moreeasily prerailed withby our 

layers, than our God and Sariour, These escessea were too 

notorious to be denied, but withal, they were too scandalous 

be confessed ; but in all reason they ought to have been 

S!»erely reproved. M. de Meaus would have ns to observe 

■'lat the CouncH tenches, it is good and profitable to pray to 

ie saints. And we do observe, that though the Fathers were 

■ 'tnt insensible of the estravagant practices and doctrines in this 

l#tttatter, that were current amongst them, yet they would not 

^TOuehsflfe to note them with the least censure; but were 

intent to let them go on, as they had done before. 

Moreover they pray to the blessed Virgin, to protect them 

' e enemy, to receive them at the hour of death, to be 

ropitious to them, to spare them, to give them strength, to 

ive them grace, to opeu the gate of everlasting life to them, 

md for all that a good Christian can ask of God. Such like 

Wayers do they also offer to the other soiots : but neither shall 

t stay upon this ; because they do not go about to justify it 

■mongst us, otherwise than by pretending, that they say what 

9iey do not mean ; and that "the intcution of the Church, 

Rbd of her faithful, reduces these prayers always to this form, 

■that the saints would pray for us. J Now when they confess, 

(Ornt " the outward veneration is established to testify the 

rward sentiments of the niind,"5 we desire no greater evi- 

! of self-condemnation in this case, than to hear them 

_ ._¥■ quite backward, that the intention of the Church and her 

r fiothtiil is established to explain the meaning of so considerable 

I ft part of their outward worship. But in the mean time, God 

help the common people, if they are to be judged after their 

wn intentions and understandings, and not the intentions and 

[positions of some few guides of their Church. 

me no more of these enormities ; their dividing to the 
laints their several offices in their prayers to them, is a most 
BlUiaecountBble superstition, i. e. that one saint is applied to 

• Eip. p. 6. [Ibid. p. 5.] t 1 Tim. ii. 5. 

t Exp. p. 6. [Ibid. p. 5.] 5 P. 9. [Ibid. p. 8.] 
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for the cure of one disease, and another for another ; and soi 
peculiar things desired of almost every one. For how can 
they persuade us, that they desire nothing of the saints hut 
the help of their prayers, when they attribute to each saint 
his particular Tirtue and power ; unless they think that St. 
ApoUouia's intercession is not an effectual against the gouti as 
the toothache ? 

§, 3. But setting aside these escesses, which several moderate 
men of their own Church have complained of, hut all to no 
purpose : let us hear what they say in behalf of praying to the 
blessed Virgin, and to the saints at all, supposing it be for 
nothing but to pray lor them, as one creature may do for 
another ; and that they speak to her and them in hymos and 
strains, which, as to the matter therein contained, do not exalt 
them above the condition of creatures : in one word, why they 
address to her, and the rest of the saints, with any sort of for- 
mal iuTocation. 

We dare not do this, hecauae we helieve prayer to he au 
essential part of God's worship, inasmueh as it is sometimes 
put for the whole : " How shall they call upon him, in whom 
they have not believed ;" i. e. " How sliall they serve and 
worship him ?" It is so ineommmucable a worship, that God 
liimself described his own house by it : " My house shall he 
called an house of prayer," And surely when God named his 
house by some part of that service that was performed there, 
he would choose such a part as was peeuhar to himself. This 
and much more we say for ourselves. 

Eut to aU that we can say, they give this plausible answer, 
That it makes no more against their practice, in desiring 
the prayers of their brethren in hcaTcn, thau against theirs and 
ours,* m desiring the prayers of our brethren upon earth ; and 
BB Monsieur de M. says, that it " is profitable to pray to the 
■aints, in the same spirit of charity, and according to the same 
order of fraternal society, which moves us to demand assistance 
of our brethren living upon earth. "f 

Now this is a very popular way to save themselves from 
blame, but by no means sufficient : for there is a concurrence 

• ' ' What httve they to gay to this prajer ? Pray for Hs. la it not word 
for word St. Paul's .' I» it more injurious to the CrEstor, because m the 
wnie spirit we address to the eainta that liie nith him ?" Feat. Let. p. 16. 
[Lond. 1686.] 

t £ip. p. 6. [at Bupra. p. 5.] 
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« Other reaaona to make it profitable to desire the prayers oi 
'■ftir hrethren upon earth, besides theae two, that " they are our 
brethren," and that " we love one another." God haa mani- 
festly approved it in the holy Scriptures ; that is one reaaon : 
besides, we are also sure, that when we desire our brethren 
upon earth to pray for us, they bear us : that is another reason. 
But neither ol these reasona can be justly produced, to shew 
the profitableness of praying to the saints departed. 

But because thia is the moat common and colourable defence 
they malte, I shall fiirther shew, what may and ought to be 
replied to it by the people of our communion. They say, we 
may as lawfully desire those in heaven to pray for us, as those 
on earth. But let us then tell them, that when we ask of one 
another things proper to be asked, these requests are hy no 
means that which we understand by "prayer or religioua invo- 
cation ;" and that themselves do not so account them. Mon- 
sieur de M. clearly gives them another name ; he calls it, 
" beseeching or demanding the assistance of our brethren."* 
But men of all religions do agree, this is to be a qnite different 
thing from that part of rehgion which we call prayer. 

And to make this matter so plain, that it can neither be 
miaunderatood nor denied ; suppose a man visited with a pesti- 
lence, or any other dangerous distemper, do desire his physician 
to apply his best skill to recover him : Is this prayer or 
religioua invocation? No; they will not say it ia. But if the 
same person desires the blessed Virgin, or St. Roche, or St. 
Sebastian, to restore him to health ; this they will confess to 
be prayer. And the reason of the difference ia not, that the 
physician ia desired to help the patient by his skill in natural 
remedies, and the saints by their intercession with God, For 
suppose that the patient sends for the priest, and desires bim 
to pray for him, thej will not say thia desire is a prayer to the 
priest, or a religious invocation of him ; they will teU you, 
that the sick man desires or demands the assistance of the 
priesf a prayers. But still, if he calls upon the blessed Virgb, 
or any of the saints departed, to help him by their prayers : 
thia ia properly, and in the account of rehgion, praying to 
them. What then is the reason of the difference ? for here ia 
a request made to the priest and to the saint, and the same 
request too. Why is one prayer, and the other not ? Now 
though we should not perfectly agree with our adversaries 

• P. 6, 7. [Ibid. p. 5, 6.] 



N 



' J34 THE WORSUIP OF THB CDUBrn OF BOMt:* 

about ttie TCBsoD of the difference ; yet bo long as it is and 
muBt be aoknovledgcd, that the lioncst requests we make to 
one another upon evth, are not that part of rclt^oa which we 
call prayer ; but that the requests, which wc make to the 
departeil saint*, are praver : so long, I say, as this is granted, 
it 13 pi pi", that this their common argument, " It is lawful aad 
profitable to desire the assistance of our brcthmi's prayers here 
upon earth ; and therefore it is lawful and profiUble to call 
(ipon those in heaven, to assist us with their prayers," is Ttry 
deceitful. For thb is as much as to say: Those requests 
which are not prayer, may be lawfully made to crentures ; 
and therefore those which are prayer may be made U> creatures, 
as lawfully as those that are not. 

Now ifyou desire to know, what it is in this case that makes 
the difTerence, 1 think the answer is very plain. For the dif' 
fercnce is not to he taken, 1 . From the matter of the request, 
for that is the same : nor, 2. From the persons themselves ^to 
whom the request is made ; for if the saint departed were here, 
vhy would my reqacstuig of the same thing be prayer to him, 
and not to the saint ? and therefore, 3. It must necessarily lie 
in the different circumstances of the priest and the saint ; that 
the former is with me, and the tatter is absent from me. Be- 
quests made to the faithful, are made to those that are within 
the compasB of civil conversation. But the same requests 
made to the blessed Virgin and the saints, are made to those 
that are departed out of the compass of civil conversation. 
And this is that which makes them not to be prayer in the 
former case, and to be prayer in the latter. 

But if it he further inquired, why it is prayer to ask the 
same things of those that are distant from civil conversation, 
which, to ask of those that are within the compass of it, is not 
prayer? The reason seems plainly to be this, that when I 
address myself to one that is within the compass of civil con- 
versation, in which men use to hear or to understand one 
another ; my assurance that he hears mo, does no way ascribe 
to him a knowledge or a presence, which is above the condi- 
tion of a creature. But if I invoke the saints every where, with 
assurance that they hear me, I have no other reasonable 
groimd of such assurance, than that they ore eveiy where 
present at the same time ; for if 1 acknowledge that there is a 
certain limited compass, within which they can hear and know ; 
let this hmit be never so wide, how can I be assured that they 
are not out of that compass when I speak to them ? But the 
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'AomaniBts pray every where to every saint, believing that they 
^~ heard. "It is certain," says one of them,* "thatthe 
fiaiDtfi kncov what we bring forth by the afiectioa of the heart 
only." "It is of faith," saith another,t "that the blessed 
kaow our prayers which we pour out to them, else it were in 
vain to moke them." Now a request does undoubtedly become 
prayer, or reUgious invoeatiou, when the making of it attributes 
any Dii-ine prerogative or perfection, to the being that is called 
upon ; and therefore beeauae immensity of presence is an 
incommunicable perfection of God ; aod because also requests 
made to those that are out of all lines of civil communication, 
being made in faith, do ascribe that power to them which ia 
proper to God only : thereforo such requests are proper prayer, 
or rehgious iovocation. 

It is indeed very possible, that he that prays to the blessed 
Vii^n, and to the saints, may not believe that they are omni- 
present ; but if he prays, as they pretend to do in the Koman 
Church, with assurance that they hear him, his prayer implies 
it, and himself, by construction of the fact, ascribes it to them : 
for let him, if he can, produce any other reasonable ground of 
assurance that they hear him, wheresoever and whensoever he 
addresses to them. But instead of that, M. dc Meaux tells 
us, "That the Church contents herself to teach with all 
antiquity (not all antiquity I am sure) those prayers to he 
very profitable to such who make them, whether it be the 
saints know them, by the ministry and communication of 
angels, who, according to the testimony of the Scripture, know 
what passes amongst us, &c. J whether it be, that God himself 
makea known to them our desires by a particular revelation : 
or lastly, whether it be that he discovers the secret to them in 
his IKvine essence, in which all truth is comprised." Now if 
his Church could have taught us, upon what grounds they are 
assured, that the saints do hear them, either this way or that 
way ; or that God has in general revealed to us, that they hear 
or know the prayers we make to them oue way or other, and 
therefore, that it is profitable to pray to them : she had not 
heen content to teach, that the saints do know them some way 
or other, though she knows not how or why. For what founda- 
tion that they hear us can be gathered from such uncertain 
ftnd loose conjectures as these are ? Can a 

' BeUar. de Sancti Beat. 1. I. o. 20. 
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that a tbing is douc, by telling me, that it might be clone by 
some nay or other, for any thing he knows to the contrary 1 
and is this kind of arguing a sutHcient ground to establish so 
Bolemu a part of religion, as the invocation of aunts t 1 know 
it is possible for God to reveal to my friend in the East Indies 
vhat I aay here in England : but am 1 Bure, that if 1 say to 
him an Ora pro nobis, at this distance, it reacbes him forth- 
with? It were no difficult matter, if it were needful, to find them 
trouble enough to clear these very conjectures from absurdity ; 
but as long as they are only conjectures, they can be no founda- 
tion of a certain persuasion. Whereas therefore M. de Meaux 
says, " It is manifest, that to say n creature may have a know- 
ledge of these prayers by a light communicated to him by God, 
is not to elevate a creature above his condition." I say, it is 
aa manifest, that this is no ground of certainty, that the saints 
hear our prayers at all ; and if this be all they have to say, 
and yet will pretend to pray to them with Mth, there is 
but one ground lefl for that faith, vis. " That the saints are 
every where present, and are therefore elevated above the con- 
dition of creatures." Which though some of themselves do 
not believe, yet their assurance to be heard being altogether 
unreasonable without that belief, their prayers do give the 
omnipresence of God to creatures ; which is indeed the great 
reason why their addresses to the saints are properly prayera. 

This therefore I lay down, and let them remove it if they 
can ; that to mvocate any creature, who is out of the compass 
of civil conversation, i r. with whom I cannot converse, as 
wc do with one another, by speaking within the known dis- 
tances of hearing, or by writing, or messages, or the like, is in 
itself a vain and foolish thing, because he is out of distance. But 
if 1 pretend that it is profitable to invoke the saints, and this 
upon assurance that they hear me, thougli I can neither tell 
which way in particular, nor can shew in general that they do 
certainly near me some way, that does not infer their omni- 
presence ; there is no remedy, but my invocation of them must 
by consequence confess, that they are omnipresent. 

Let therefore those of our communion say, that by calling 
upon God they do acknowledge his omuipresence, as well as 
his other infinite perfections ; and that they are such acknow- 
ledgments, which make their invocation of them, rehgious 
invocation, or that which is prayer in the account of religion : 
and therefore, that they dare not call upon the saints departed ; 
because they being without the compass of civil conversation. 




.ISTa iNB AHQEIS. 



T of such means of commumcatiou aa we have with one 
llianother in this world, we cannot be reasonably assnred that 
aey hear us, unless we will suppose them to be omnipresent ; 
ftiich as we do not believe, so we dare not do any thing that 
>oks as if we did believe it. 
Thus have I shewn what, in our judgment, makea the dif- 
ference, between asking fit things of our brethren upon earth, 
and asking the same things of our brethren in heaven ; why 
one is not prayer, and the other is, vis. because the living are 
, within our compass, and the dead are out of it. But whatever 
it is that makes the difference, since the honest requests we 
one another in this world, are not prayer, and the 
liixqucsts we make to the saints in heaven are prayer i it does 
Jnbot follow that we may request the same thing of these, as we 
f ^nay of those ; for if the argument be put into proper espres- 
I Wions, nothing can be more apparently inconsequent ; for then 
K% would run thus ; Because I make my requests known to those 
M» whom I do not offer the religious worship of prayer in so 
■I'^oing, therefore I may represent my desires to those too, 
f^hom I cannot call upon, but my desires become the worship 
)f prayer, or religious invocation. 

' Aud from hence it appears, that though this act of religious 

irorship be given by those of the Roman Church to the 

ijieanest saint ; yet after the most plausible defence they make 

tf their practice in so doing, it is not to be given to the most 

excellent creature, and therefore not to the blessed Virgin 

?kerself. And by tliia we may judge what a cause they have 

Wpio maintain, who call upon the saints, and especially upon the 

n%lessed Virgin, in strains so unsuitable to the condition of 

eatures ; as they are whom they invoke ; when, because they 

:e but creatures, they ought not to invoke them at all, since they 

J!iie out of that compass of conversation, in which only we could 

r.'i^eak to them as to creatures, with faith that they hear us. 

. To come to the nest particular : when they kneel to 
the images of the blessed Virgin, and the saints, and prostrate, 
and humble themselves, and pray before them, we are given to 
understand, there is no harm in all this, because they attribute 
no other virtue to the images, but that of esciting the remem- 
brance of those they represent ;* aud their intention is not so 
L much to honour the image, as to honour the Apostle or the 

* Eip. p. 9. [Ibid. p. 8.] 
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martyr in the presence of the image.* Aa if the image were 
present to see and observe the honour that is ilone the Apostle 
or martyr 1 For it is ao great honour that aay body gets, by 
being honoured in the presence of mere wood or stone, tbnt 
can neither see nor hear- This wag an odd expression of M. dc 
Heaux, this of " honouring the martyr in the presence of the 
image," no nay suitable to the design of his expositiaa ( but 
fitted only to the superstition of such people who have been 
made to believe, by the \ ' 
the rolling of their eyes, i 
and bodies, &c. that they i 



eidiig and smiUDg images, and b? 
iilbv t '■ 
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a Icind of animated things. But 
to let this pass ; what though M. de Meaux attrihutes no 
other virtues to images, bnt that of exciting remembrance? 
What tJiough he takes a very commendable care in his diocese, 
to make the people stop there ? Does he not know by expe- 
rience ; do not all wise men know it, and many honest men in 
the communion of that Church confess it, that in those images 
which the people are taught to present themselves before, with 
all the ceremonies of respect and veneration ; there is another 
iittal virtue, and that is to excite devotion towards themselvet^ 
even to the demanding of favours from them, and putting 
trust in them 1 Is it not as notorious, that the wretched 
people are euilty of worshipping the images of the saints, no 
otherwise than they do the sunts themselves, as that they 
worship the saints no otherwise than they worship God him- 
self; as Ludov. Vivcsf complained. If it be sud that these 
abuses may be provided against, and images may be still 
honoured (for honour is the word, though religious worship is 
the thing), I would know why men should make provisions in 
case, as if they were wiser than God ; who, to prevent 
e mischiefs, has forbidden image-worship) altogether. If 
there were any such advantages to be mndc of it in com- 
parison to which the danger of it were nothing at all, how 
comes it to be so severely prohibited ? But when we consider, 
for whose sake chiefly they pretend the profitableness of 
image worship, we see how true it is, that the wisdom of man 
is but foolishness, when it would mend the provisions of God. 
For images are by all means to be retained and honoured, 
becBOBC they are the books and remembrancers of the common 
people, and helps to their piety and devotions ; who therefore 
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cannot he without them : biit M, de Meaox* knows that these 
are most apt to be led into the worst suj>erstitions by images, 
nnd that it is one of the hardest things in the world to pre- 

M. de Means tells us, " their inteotion is not bo much to 
honour the image as the Apostle or martyr." He will say 
too, that it is the intention of the Chmeh, that none of the 
people should intend more thnn this coracs to. But let him 
tell me how or where the Chwch has expressed herself, with 
the least degree of that zeal, which the redressing of such 
horrible abuses in this matter, ae are every where known, does 
atill require. The superstition of the Tulgar, in their com- 
munion, is notorious j and, which is still worse, the doctrines 
leading to the most superstitious opinions and practices in this 
kind, were and are notorious : for instance, that the same 
worship is due to the image, which is due to the prototype : 
and are not these things imcensured by the Church of Rome 
to this day ? If indeed we could once see that Church bestir 
herself against the gross excess of image-worship, us she does 
agauist those that do not worship images at all, we might allow 
something to this exposition of their intentions. But as far 
as we can see, they that worship the very images themselves, 
and put confidence in them, go for Tery good Catholics ; while 
we that dare not worship them at all, because God has for- 
bidden it, are for our forbearance used as they use heretics. 

Bnt setting all this aside, what signifies the intention of the 
Church, if it ran through all the members of it, against an 
express prohibition in the Scriptures ? It is not lawful to do 
that with a distinction, which is forbidden without a disljno- 
tion. God hath said, "Thou shalt not bow down to images, 
nor worship them." If indeed he had elsewhere made an 
exception to this rule, it had been lawful for us to have made 
use of his permission, it had been necessary for us to have 
observed his command in the excepted case. But where God 
hath not excepted or distinguished, we ought not to do so ; 
unless we will open a door to evacuate all IMvine laws what- 
soever, by arbitrary distinctions and reservations. 

In short, that worship which they pretend to give to the 
saints by their images, has these two terrible prejudices 
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1. That the honour which they give to the saints by their 

inuiges, supposing none of it to be lost by the way, is not to 
he given to the saints themselves ; as we have shewn alretuly. 

2. That the worship of images, let it be explicated with all 
the fineness and arts of disguise they are masters of, b, after 
rU, to be utterly excluded out of rebgion. This being a wor- 
ship which God will by no means endure should be given to 
himself, having universally prohibited it ; " Thou shalt not 
make to thyself any graven image, nor the likeness of any 
thing that is," &c. Whieh is, to my understanding, as plain 
a prohibition of all image-worship whatsoever, as these words 
would have been an uijunction of it, viz. "Thou shalt make to 
thyself such or such images and picttu'es, and shalt how down 
before them, and worship them," if this had been said instead 
of the contrary. Now indeed if this had been said, it had 
been extremely necessary to distinguish between relative 
worship and absolute worship, between worship terminated 
upon the image, and iutendca to the person represented by 
the image ; between taking it for a God or a saint, and taking 
it only for some representation of the one or the other. But 
as in that case such distinctions had been very necessary ; 80 
as the case stands, they are vain and impertinent. For if 
image-worship had been commanded or permitted, still we had 
been to worslup imagcH, hut as images : but it being forbidden, 
we are not to worship them at all. I say, if it had been 
allowed, we must indeed have worshipped them with a distiuc- 
tiouj but as it is forbidden we must not worship them, though 
with a distinction ; because it is forbidden without any distinc- 
tion, and as universally as worda can express anything. 

M. de Means says, that " after the same manner we ought 
to understand the honour which they pay to relics, afWr the 
example of the Primitive Church." The esample of the Pri- 
mitive Church shall be considered in its place. In the mean 
time, if the worship of images, and the worship of relics, 
are to stand or fall together, we have already seen what will 
become of this, having shewn how unsuccessfully they plead 
for the other. But if M. de Meaux pleads for the practice of 
the people, or even the doctrine of his Church in this point, 
he must pardon ua, if we do not think fit to take general 
apologies, for a reasonable inducement to do those things 
which he was not willing to name in particular. "We may 
say in general," says M. de Meaux, " that if Protestants 
would but consider, how the affection which we bear to any 
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one propagates itself, witliout being divided, to his children, to 
bis friends ; and after that, bj several degrees to the represen- 
tation of him, to any remains of liim, and to anything which 
renews in ua his remembrance. If they did but coaceive, that 
honour has the like progressinn, seeing honour is nothing eUe 
but love mixed with respect and fear : in fine, if they would but 
consider, that all the exterior worship of the Catholic Churcli 
has its source in God himself, and returns back again to him: 
they would never bebeve that this worship, wliich he himself 
alone mumates, could excite his jealousy," M. de Meaux con- 
sidered very well, that it was much better to put ua off with 
this general account, than to mention the particulars lie goea 
about to justify. It seems, the worship of relics is intended 
for the honour of the martyrs ; and the worship of martyrs 
for the honoiu" of God. liut what kind of superstition might 
not be defended by such apologies as these 7 If men's blood, 
bones, teeth, hairs, coats, girdles, shoes, and such like Httte 
things, may be incensed ; if they may be exposed with a Venite 
ad adoraiidum, to receive the prostrations of the people, in the 
presence of Christ himself, whom they suppose to be bodily 
present upon the altar:* if they may besought unto for "great 
graces," and "for miraculous cures:" if they may be carried 
about to preserve a man from fire, from storma, from pestilence, 
from the danger of battle, and from ghostly aa well as bodily 
enemies: if ail this, I aay, be but the effect of "a progres- 
sion of honour," and may be brought off with a protestation, 
that the worship " is anirooted by God alone," and is per- 
formed for bia sake. 

Monsieur de Meaux says, that *' if God, as jealous as he is 
of the love of men, does not look upon us as dividing ourselves 
between him and his creatures, when we love our neighbour 
for the love of him j the same God, though jealous of the 
honour which hia faithful pay him, cannot look upon them as 
dividing that worship, which is due to him alone, when out of 
respect to him, they honour those whom he hath honoured." 
But as there may be an inordinate love of our neighbour, whom 
yet God hath commanded us to love ; so there may be an in- 
ordinate honour given by ua, even to those whom God hath 
honoured : and if we go beyond the bounds that God hath set 
us, in loving the one, and honouring the other ; if we love our 
neighbour, as we ahould love Gi^ only ; if we honour the 

• Citech. R. de Coltu Sanct, [p. 356. Mechlin. 1S31.] 
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mutyrs and saints, as God only ought to be honoured ; it 
will, I presume, be uo Bufficient excuse to say, that it WM 
done out of " respect to God." The thing which M. ile 
Meaux ahoutd have spok.en to, fant has nut, is this, that the 
honour they pay to rehcs ia no port of that worship which is 
due to none but God. Without this, it is in vain to dourish 
out a generaJ notion which no man denies, t>u. tliat we may 
so love the faittiful, and honour the martyrs, and the very 
relics of martyrs, as not to divide between them and God, 
the loye and wurHhip which is due to him alone. The truth 
is, M. de MeauK had a very hard task in the " Exposition" 
uf the veneration which they give to rehcs : for whereas he 
had some colour to insist upon the moderation of his Church, 
in the business of images, since the Council of Trent declares, 
thttt tliere is no virtue in them, for which they ought to be 
revereuecd, or trusted in ; yet he wanted such a declaration as 
thia, as to the busiiieaa of reUcs, and could not say, thftt 
either the Councd or the Catechism declares against believing 
" any virtue in r^cs ;" since notwithstanding tbe caution 
they have used in the manner of expression, both the one and 
the other teach the contrary. So that the superstition of 
relics in the Boman Church is greater than that of imsges. 
And therefore M, de Meaux had nothing to do, hut to set off 
the whole matter by general apologies, because it would not 
bear a defence of the particulars. But of this I shall say no 
more, because the exposition he makes of their doctrine and 
practice, as to this matter, is very like to that which be 
makes of the general difference between that worship which 
they give to God alone, and that which they give to the 
blessed Virgin and the saints. Which is the next thii^ I am 
to consider. 

§. 5. They teach, that "the adoration which is due to Ood 
alone, consists principally in believing he is the Creator and 
Lord of all things ; and in adhering to him with all the powers 
of our soul, by faith, hope, and charity, as to him alone, who 
can render us happy, by the communication of an infinite 
good, which ia himself.* This interior adoration has its exte- 
rior marks ; of which the principal is sacrifice, which cannot 
be offered to any hut to God ; because a sacrifice is eatabhahed 
to make a pubUc acknowledgment, and a solemn protestation 

• Ex|.. [«tsapr».]p. 4. 
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of God's sovereignty, and our abaolutc dependeiice." Thug 
the worship they give to God only is described. Concerning 
the worship they give to the blessed Virgin and thu saints, 
thus M. de Means apesiks : '* The Church teachcB us, that a^ 
religiou:; worship ought to terminate in God, as its necessary 
end ; and that if the honour which slie renders to the blessed 
Virgio and to the saints, may in some sense be called rebgiouB, 
it is for its necessary relation to God."* 

We shall now be better able to esamine the difference, which 
he puts in general between the " adoration which is due ta 
God alone," and that honour which they " render to tha , 
blessed Virgin and the saints," because we have seen in gred 
part, " in what this honour consists." I 

What M. de Mcaux has said concerning the inward adoni- 
tion of God, is exceedingly weU said. But if we go on, and 
take altogether, we cannot but discern that this great man h 
laboured his thoughts into such words, as should provide, with 
great appearance of piety, for the honour of God, that we 
might not be offended ; whUe yet he was to save some of it 
for " the blessed Vii^in and the saints," that he might not 
seem to desert the cause of his Church. 

For whereas he distinguidieth between the inward and out- 
ward worship, which ia due to God only, he avoids that dis- 
tinction in speaking of the honour which they render to the 
blessed Virgin and the saints- for it had been a dangerous way 
of cxposii^ the doctrine of the pretended Cathohcs, to tell uB 
what inward or mental wor^p ia to be given them. 

Whereas the title of the section iB,t that " religious worship 
is terminated in God alone ;" when he was to speak of tlu 
honour they render to the blessed Virgin and to the saints, he 
qualifies it with this supposition, " if it may in some sense be 
allied rehgioua." Now to say, " if it be religious ;" nay, " if 
it be called religious," and that but in " some sense" too, are 
very new and surprising ways of expression ; and would make 
one suspect that all of them are not fully satislied in giving a 
worship to the blessed Virgin and to the saints ; which, with- 
out all question, is, and therefore ought to be called, religious 
worship ; as those that have gone before them in this cause, 
have without scruple called It. 

He gives this reason why sftcrifice is to he offered to God 
only : " because a sacrifice is established to make a public ac- 
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knowledgment, and h aolemn professioti of God's sovereignty, 
and our absolute dependeuce." But when he should give a 
proportionable reason why liia Church renders to the blessed 
Virgin and to the saints, the honour of praving to them; 
which is one instance he presently names, he slips it over and 
pretends no more, than that *' at! religious worship ought to 
terminate in God, as its neeeaaary end ; and if it may be called 
religious, it is because of its necessaiy relation to him." Now 
he should have said, prayer is established to make a public 
acknowledgment and solemn protestation, as well of the power 
and excellency of the blessed Virgin and the s^nts, as of the 
perfection of God. But though the nature of his discourse 
required some such reason, yet the nature of his design would 
not bear it, which was to remove the "frightful ideas" of his 
religion, which we have entertained, and to represent it in 
a more agreeable and pleaaiug form, than we have jet known 
it by. 

Other ohaervationH of this kind might be made, to make it 
probable, that it coat even M. de Meaux some little trouble to 
contrive his discourse into thin plausible appearance, and to 
shew that it is no easy matter, at the same time, to make a 
smooth representation of their religion, and not to change it. 
But I shall now offer my reasons, to shew the unsatisfactorinesB 
of his Exposition in this cause, as he hath formed it. 

1. Setting aside their profession of "one God," which is 
supposed in the question concerning his particular worship : I 
find no outward mark of the adoration that is due to God 
only mentioned, but that of " sacrifice," which indeed M. de 
Means says, is the " principal." But in a point of this con< 
sequence, I wish he bad been pleased to name the rest. But I 
Uunk I may appeal to the sincerity of M. de Meaux, whether 
by sacrifice be means anything more than the "sacrifice of the 
mass ;" in which they pretend to offer up Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, bis natural body, soul, and divinity, as a propi- 
tiation for the quick and the dead : for my part, I cannot find, 
but they give all other outward marks of adoration to the 
blessed Vii^n, but this j so that the worship given to God, 
and that to her, are distinguished i fear but by one mark. 
And what a rare account is this of God's incommunicable 
worship, if that mark too should prove to be one of their own 
inventions ; if such a sacrifice as that was not appointed by 
God i if indeed it be repugnant to the plain authority of the 
Scripture ; as the Expositiwi of our doctrine hath irrefragably 
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aliewn, in a very little compasa ! This is mj first esception, 
tliat all the outward marks of religious worship, which God 
hath eatahliahed, they make common to God and the saints ; 
and that which they give to God oiily, they have made 
themselves, 

2. Even this very sacrifice of the mass is offered up by 
them in honour of the blessed Virgin and the saints ; for thus 
the oblation runs in their Missab ; " Accept, O Holy Trinity, 
this oblation which we offer unto thee, in honour of the moat 
glorious Virgin, the mother of God," &c. Now surely they 
would not offer God liimself in sacrifice to a creature. But it 
comes something near it, to offer up such a sacrifice in honour 
of a creature. For while this is done, how can it be said, that 
sacrifice is reserved to be a protestation of that honour which 
is " due to God only," 

3. Thev "bum incense" to the blessed Virgin and the 
saints ; wLich being done as a religious rite in their honour, 
will hardly avoid heing a sacrifice. For though this rite of 
burning uicense was no part of the religion that Jesus or his 
Apostles taught, nor used at all in the ancient Church : yet it 
should seem to be no leas a sacrifice now, thau it was among 
the Jews, or than it woidd liavc been if it had been tranafcrreil 
from the Synagogue into the Church. I suppose, if the 
Church of Borne had thought fit to introduce the oblations of 
beasts and birds into her religious worship, she could not deny 
but such oblations had been properly sacrifices, and were to be 
made to God only : and that though it were Judaism to offer 
them at all, it were yet idolatry to offer them to any but to 
God. But what should make any such difference between 

" slaying of victims," and " burning of incense ;" tiiat th? . 
former should belong to God only, and not the latter, I cannot' 
comprehend ; for the " altar of incense was most holy unto 
the Lord;" it waa overlaid with gold, which the altar of "burnt- I 
offerings" was not ; and it was more holy than the altar of I 
burnt-offerings, as standing in the more holy plac 
but the seed of Aaron was to come near to offer incense before ] 
the Lord." No wonder therefore that Hezekiah brake in pieces 
the " brazen serpent," when they burnt incense to it ; for 
thia was no leas than offering sacrifice to it. To conclude, th« 
idolatry which the heathens sought to brmg the Christiaos 
to, was no other than to take a httle in their hands, and to 
throw it into the fire of their altars. But yet they burn 
incense to the images and relics of the blessed VJrgia and 
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the sainU : and then how con they pretend to gftcrifice 
only ? But, 

4. Setting all this aside, let iia consider that they grant 
sacrifice ia to be offered to God only, because it is established 
to make a public acknowledgment, and a solemn protestation 
of God's BOTereignty, and of our absolute dependence. Now 
if this be true, then whatsoever is established for the same 
purpose, is holy to the Lord also. And therefore religious 
invocation, by prayer*, for good things, by confessions of sin, 
by vows of repentance and duty, and by thanksgivings for 
benefits received, is to be offered to God only. For in truth, 
these are ackii owl edgm eats and protestations of God's sove- 
reignty, and of our absolute dependence. Nay, in truth, they 
are more noble and excellent sacrifices, than those victims, and 
other more sensible oblations, which God required under the 
law, or before it, and which he docs not require now. But 
that which I lay the greatest stress upon, is this, that those 
material sacrifices were so many rites and ceremonies of invo- 
cation, diversified according to the several ends of invocation, 
either for confessing of sin, or obtaining a benefit, or returning 
praises for benefits received. Hence it is, that prayer and 
sacrifice are put one for the other in the holy Scriptures, as 
when it is said, "The sacrifice of the wicked is an abomina- 
tion to the Lord, but the prayer of the upright is his delight :"* 
by which words it is plain, that the sacrifice of the wicked is 
his prayer, and the prayer of the upright is his sacrifice. Now 
prayer and sacrifice, strictly so ctdlcd, were both acts of 
worship; but prayer more excellent than sacrifice, because 
sacrifice was the rite of prayer, and a rite which God required 
no longer, than till that most precious sacrifice of the Sou of 
God was ofFered for us ; the merit of which alone it is, that 
made the prayers of good men in all ages acceptable to God. 

And by the way, it would be considered by the gentlemen 
of the Church of Rome, that when those imperfect sacrifices, 
which prefigured the oblation of Jesus Christ once for all, 
were offered under the law, the prayers of God's people were 
then made only to God. Ajid therefore now, that the prayers 
of the Church are sanctified by the accomphshment of the 
sacrifice of the Son of God, to offer any of them to a creature, 
is rather a greater dishonour to God, than it would have been 
before. For if the Patriarchs and the Jews were to pray to 

* Prov. [IV. 8.] 
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him only, to whom aloue tliey offered sacrifice, i. e. to God ; 
much more shali the sacrifice of the Son of God, which hath 
been actnally offered for us, infer our obligfttion to make all 
our prayers and religious inTocations to God only, to whom 
we have access by the merit of that sacrifice. 

But this I insist upon, that if we compare the legal sacri- 
fices with the prayers of God's people under the law ; these 
were iio less protestations of God's sovereignty, and man's 
absolute dependence, than those were ; and that the house of 
God was no less denominated by a service peculiar to him, iu 
being called an house of prayer, than if it had been called an 
house of sacrifice, as it was an house of sacrifice too. A 
house of sacrifice to the Jews, and a house of prayer to all 

Now, if these more spiritual and reasonable sacrifices of a 
penitent and broken heart, a believing and humble heart, a 
devout and thankliil heart offered in religious invocation, arc 
such acknowledgments as M de Meaus speaks of ; then are they 
not to be offered to the blessed Virgin, and the saints, but 
to God only. And what now is it that M. de Meoux meaus 
by terminating the honour they render to the bleased Virgin 
upon God ? Is it this, that the honour done to her, by inro- 
cating her with prayers, hymns, confessions of sin, vows, and 
devoting themselves to her service, is all intended by the 
Church for the honour of God ? I would then know why any 
sacrifice may not also he offered directly to the Virgin, the 
Church intending that the honour of it should terminate upon 
God, and believing that he has aU the honour of it at last. 
No, say they, sacrifice is established to make a public 
acknowledgment of God's sovereignty. But then I add, that 
religious invocation is estabhshed to make such an acknow- 
ledgment too. 80 that if terminating religious worship upon 
God, will warrant giving it to the blessed Virgio and the 
saints, their Church may mve to them that worship of the 
more sensible sacrifices, which yet they pretend to deny. And 
if no worship is to be given to the saints, which is established 
to make a solemn acknowledgment of God's sovereignty and 
our dependence, they must deny to the blessed Vii^n, and to 
the saints, that more spiritual worship of prayers, hymns, and 
vows, which they give. Nor will they ever be able to avoid 
these difficulties, but by coming out of the clouds, and con- 
fessing, according to the plainness and the simpUcity of the 
Scriptures, that all reUgioua worship is due to God, and to 
L 2 
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liitn only, inasmuch as religious worship is established to make 
an acknonledgnieot of God's sovereigoty raid our absolute 
dependence : and public acts of relieiouB worship, to make 
public and solemn acknowledgments thereof. 

§. 6. Thus I have considered the defence that M. de 
Mcaux has made of the worship of the blessed Virgin and the 
saints, as it is practised in the Church of Rome ; and 1 prombe 
myself, that whoever shall Beriouslj consider what has been 
said, will not he encouraged, by the exposition of this practice, 
to venture upon it. I know that many of the Roman Church 
fortify themselves against all our arguments upon these points, 
by this persuasion : that so long aa tbey do not make gods of 
the swnts, but believe and profess that there is but one God, 
infinite in all perfections ; all the honours they give to the 
blessed Virgin and the saints are to be interpreted by this 
protestation : that they have no other God but the Creator of 
the world; nor Lord, but the Saviour of mankind. But if 
they, in this manner, assure themselves, and would encourage 
others, T beseech them to consider, and would to God they 
would all consider but this one thing : that if the sin of idola- 
try could not take place, where there is such a profession, and 
such a faith in one God (though I more than fear the con- 
trary); yet the saint-worship of the Roman Church does 
approach so very near it, and is so very Uke it, that even this 
(if no more were to be said) should be a sufficient reason to 
deter us from it. A woman that is faithful to her husband 
will not only forbear doing the utmost injury to him, by giving 
his bed to another i but she will avoid all those famiUarities 
and caresses with any other man, which are scandalous, which 
lead to the least treachery, and which would provoke her 
husband's jealousy. Now God has described his people's 
relation to him, by the relation of a wife to her husband ; not 
only in the Old Testament, but in tbe New ; from whence it ii 
that the warship of other gods is called fornication, whoredom, 
and adultery. ITius God charged the Jews for* inflaming 
themselves with idols, under eveiy Breen tree, and setting up 
their beds upon every lofly and high mountain, and enlarging 
their beds, because they bad many idols. Thus it was said of 
Israel, that she had,t "through the lightness of her whore- 
doms, defiled the land, and committed adultery with stocks and 

■ lu. Ivii. 5, 7. t Jersm. iii. 6, 9. 
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stones." This is the language of the whole 1 6th chapter of 
Ezekiel ; where God threatened to judge the Jews as women 
that break wedlock are judged, and would give them their 
reward in fury. 

Now supposing that there were no other idolatry in the 
nature of the thing ; no other spiritual whoredom and fornica- 
tion, but worshipping that for God which is not God ; and 
that if we do but make this difference between the worship ' 
that we give to God, and that which we give to his courtiers j 
and favourites ; that still we acknowledge them to he creatures, 
and not goda ; servants, and not lords ; and so do not give 
them that last and distinguishing honour, which to give, 
would, by the confession of all, be apiriCual adultery in the 
highest degree ; supposing this, I say ; yet let us in the name 
of God consider, that to give religious worship to creatures, aa 
weU as to God ; to fall down to images, as well as to God ; and' 
to give almost quite throughout the same outward expressiona 
of honour, of faith, of love, of reUgious espectation and depen- 
dence to the blessed Virgin, and Co saints and angels, whicli 
we give to Giod ; if it be not downright whoredom, is yet a 
whorish behaviour, and more than sufficient to provoke the 
Lord to jealousy. I cannot but speak in the language of the 
Scripture, upon an argument that the Scriptures so largely 
treat of in this language. 

It is worthy of much observation, that God gives this very 
reason why he prohibited the worshipping of images ; " For I 
the Lord thy God, am a jealous God." And that we might 
not think it a light matter to provoke his jealousy, he adds, 
" and 1 visit the sins of the fathers upon the children, to the 
third and fourth generation of them that hate me." I know 
who they are, that would fain beheve the worship of no other 
images, but those of the gods of the Gentiles, to be forbidden 
in the second commandment. But I must needs say, upon 
this occasion, that if that had been the only design of that 
commandment, it is very strange that God should note the 
worshipping of the heathen gods with no other penalty, than 
that which hia jealousy would inflict ; for to have any other 
gods besides him, is without all question, spiritual whoredom ; 
and had been threatened with divorce, if the prohibitioo of so 
great a crime had needed the sanction of any express threaten- 
ing. But when he threatens the worship of images with the 
effects of his jealousy ; it seems plain, that he means such 
image-worship as is consistent with acknowledging him to be 



OUT only God. And yet this is the least of all those reasofig, 
by which it appears to me, tbnt he forbids, in this cotntnand- 
nient, the worship of all images whatsoever. I deny not 
therefore but a man may kneel, may kiss, may iucenae, may 
prostrate himself, and prny before an image; and all this 
while ascribe no divinity to it, nor take it to be hia god. So 
likewise he may pray, and make tows, and offer thanks and 
praiaes to the saints, and to the blessed Virgin, and not take 
them neither for his gods. But because God is the peerless 
majesty of heaven and earth, he will be served with a peerless 
worship ; he will therefore have no such things as these done 
in reli^on, nor creatures to have respect shewn them, that 
looks so like to the worship which he requires hiniself. Why 
do I say, so like? That which they give to the blessed 
Virgin, and to the saints, is almost the very same But if we 
do such things as these, it will not serve our turn to plead, 
that we still keep the inward adoration of spirit and truth 
entirely for him, though we thus honour his creatures with 
reUgious rites and sen-ices, any more than it would excuse s 
woman that had given all the favours and liberty to another 
man, that could provoke her husband's jealousy, to sar 
(though she could say it with truth) that she remembered alt 
the white who was her husband ; and whatever Uberties besides 
she used, that she had still kept his bed undetiled. 

Thb consideration I could not Ibrbear to use ; and that in 
compassion to those whose prejudices will not let them feel the 
sense of those reasonings, by which we prove the Roman 
Church to be guilty of downright idolatry. For if the fear of 
God's jealousy would keep them from pvmg those honours to 
the saints, which look so like divine honours, if they are not 
BO, we should gain our end upon them, though not by the force 
of the best arguing the case will bear ; and this is our end, 
that God may not be any more dishonoured, and their salva- 
tion hindered, by the unchristian doctrines and practices of this 
sort. I have therefore now proceeded upon this supposition, 
that they are not guilty of perfect idolatry in those things 
which we complain of, and yet shewn what urgent cause there 
is upon another account for a reformation of them. But I 
conclude this, with professing, that I have supposed them not 
guilty of that fearful crime, only to make way for another 
argument, since all arguments are to be used in so important a 
matter, that have a foundation of truth ^ but not in distrust of 
those arguments which prove them guilty of it. 
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f.-^. 7- The aecand thing I propounded ivae, to shew the begin- 
biuga of thia strange worship amongst Chrisdans, which they 
offer in the Church of Rome to the blessed Virgin, and to the 
sainta. For I must not. forget, that M de Meaux pretends, 
that his Church in these things teaches " as the Primitive 
Church" taught, Bpd that she does what she teaches with all 
antiquity. 

But what if nothing of all this was either taught or done in 
the Church for 360 years after Christ ? M. de Meaux says, 
that " those of the pretended Reformation (obliged by the 
strength of truth) begin to acknowledge, that the custom of 
praying to saints, and honouring their relics, was established 
even in the fourth age of the Church." This he takes all 
occasions to insinuate, and with these colours he serves himself 
to represent the Reformation as odiously as he can devise. 
Thus he tells us in his Pastoral Letter : " But above all, what 
horror are they worthy of, who cast the accusation (of idolatry) 
upon the whole Church, and also on the Church of the first 
ages ?"* Where he takes it for granted, that the honour and 
innocence of the first ages must stand or fall with the cause of 
the Roman Church, and so takes o 
great and fearfiil crimes, rii. that " 
of idolatry upon the whole Church, even the Church of the 
first ages :" be had observed but just before, that " those who 
bear false and scandalous witness against an innocent person, 
are condemned to the same punishment, which the crime of 
which they bear witness did deserve, bad it been found true." 
And therefore, " we deserve before men, the horror which is 
due to idolatry, and shall receive the just punishment thereof 
in the sight of God." If this rule be true, and we must 
incur the penalties of idolatry, if we falsely accuse others of it, 
M. de Means ought to reflect upon himself, who having accused 
us of " falsely accusing the first ages" in this matter, supports 
his accusation by taking these two things for granted : first, 
that we acknowledge " the illustrious fourth age to have re- 
quested the prayers of martyrs, and honoured relics,"f as the 
pretended Catholics have done since. Secondly, that the 
fourth age being granted them, the first three must be theirs 
in course. If M. de Meaux be safe upon these grounds, we 
LO great cause to apprehend the horrors and ptmishments 
ffalsc accusation : and if this be all he hath to say, it is bnt 

* Put. L. [ut aupra] )i. 29. t l^u^ 
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ti veiy slender ground for an appeal to the Primitive Church, 
and to all antiquity. For neither have the Kefonned 
acknowledged heretofore, nor do they now " begin to acknow- 
ledge,"* that the customs of the Roman Church, in these pomta, 
were estabUshed in the fourth age of the Church . Nor if they 
did acknowledge it, would this acknowledgment give away 
the Primitive Church, and all antiquity, in lavour of praying 
to sdnts, and worBhipping of s^nts aud relics, unless the first 
three ages were less ancient and primitive than those that 
followed. 

That which we acknowledge, is not that saint-worship waa 
"established in the fourth age;" but this, that towards the 
latter end of the fourth age, some unhappy occasions were given 
for the establishing of that worship in alter ages, which we 
could wish had never been given, and which the great men of 
those days (we have reason to believe) would have prevented, 
if they had been prophets, as well as holy men, and foreseen 
the mischiefs into which they were ripened by the supersti- 
tions of after-times. 

I shall therefore demonstrate, that it is a vain thing for the 
pretended Catholics to presume, that they have the authority 
of the three first ages, for the worship of saints, images, and 
relics, upon supposition that the doctors, towards the close of 
the fourth ^e, were theirs in these points. And then I shall 
not fear to give the truest account I can of those practices at 
that time, which grew afterwards into the superstitions we now 
complain of- 

Monsieur dc Meaus says, " It will not appear very likely that 
M. DidUe should understand the sentiments of the Fathers of 
the three first ages, better than those who gathered, as I may 
aay, the succession of their doctrine after their deaths." These 
gentlemen, I perceive, will content themselves with any pre- 
tence, to shift off the trial of their doctrines and practices by 
the authority of the three first ages. For whether that be 
likely or not, which M. de Meaux here puts, yet I hope we 
may look into the writings of the most primitive Fathers, to 
see how things went in their times. And it is very hkely that 
M. Daille might understand the sentiments of the Fathers of 
the three first ages, as well as he understood the sentiments of 
those of the fourth. And so long as we can have recourse to 
the undoubted writings of the three first ages, we may get the 
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doctrine of those Fathera thia way, with a little more assur- 
ance, than by giieaaing what their aentimeiits were by the 
books of their successors ; which every reasonable man must 
acknowledge, anlesa it be reasonable to suppoae, that the Fathera 
of the three first ages did not understand their own sentiments 
so well as the Fathers of the fourth understood them. 

Now, in the first place, the profound silence of the three first 
ages, end the better half of the fourth, as to the worship of 
the blessed Virgin and the saints, and their images and relics, 
should be enough to determine the first point in question. 
And this silence is not only directly confessed by some of our 
adversaries, but as effectually confessed by the rest, that labour 
to find some hints of these practices in these primitive Fathera ; 
but by such inteqtretations and consequences, that it ia almost 
as great a shame to confute as to make them. Now the 
silence of these Fathers ought not to be rejected as an incompe- 
tent proof, because jt is but a negative. For since we pretend 
that these practices are innoTations, and were never heard of 
in the ancient Church, it is not reasonable to demand a better 
proof of it, than that in their books, some of which give large 
and particular accounts of their worship, and of their doctrines 
concerning worship, we can no where meet with the least inti- 
mation or footstep of them. Would our adversaries have us 
bring express testimonies out of the Fathers against these 
things, as if they wrote and disputed by the apirit of prophecy, 
against those corruptions that should arise several ages after 
they were dead t We have, as I shall shew, other waya of dis- 
covering their sentiments, besides this, that they make not the 
least mention of these aervices. But to demand more than 
their perpetual silence in these cases, is unreasonable ; because 
no satisfactory account can be given of it hut this, that the 
worship we speak of was indeed no part of their reUgioa. 
Had it been aome indifferent rite or ceremony that we contend 
about, this argument, from the silence of the Fathers, against 
its antiquity, might with some colour be rejected ; because it 
were unreasonable to expect, that they should take notice in 
tbeir writings of every custom, of how little moment soever. 
And yet we find, that in matters even of this ahght nature in 
comparison, they have not been wanting to give us very much in- 
formation. But it is altogether incredible, that so notable and 
famous a part of the worship of Christians, as that which is 
now g^ven to the blessed Virgin, and to the saints, should not 
he mentioned by any one of them, if it had been the custom of 
_ihose times. Justin Martyr, Athenagoras, Tertul^n, t^isjAi- 
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dus Felii, all the Apolc^sts, or at least one of them, would 
havt taken some notice of it ; especially since this part of thdr 
reUgioii would have needed exposition awl defence, more than 
all the rest ; for it wonid have made them obnoxious to the 
recnminations of the heathens, and brought all their own argu- 
menta upon themselTCs, which thev had used against the 
heathens, in defence of their own worshipping the one God, 
and him only. 

But perhaps they all agreed to conceal this saint-worship 
from the heathens, for the same reason why Salmeron thinks 
the Apostles and Evangelists concealed it at firat from both 
Jews and Gentiles, " because," forsooth, "it had been hard to 
require it of the Jews* (who had been taught to pray to God 
only, and to worship none but him), and," hy publishing it, 
' in had been given to the Gentiles to think, that many gods 
V offered them, instead of that multitude of gods which 
they had forsaken." Awry likely reason thus far: that if this 
had been the doctrine of the Church, it was highly necessary 
to keep it secret, till heathen idolatry were extinguished, and 
none should be left to upbraid the Christians with remoTing 
the old gods of the heathens, to make way for new ones of thdr 
own. And without all doubt, those that were prevailed 
npon in every persecution, by force and flattery, to revolt 
from Christianity, though they had been false to the rest of 
their relipon, yet were true to this secret of it ; and never 
discovered to the heathens, that (whatever the Church pre- 
tended) they had been taught toaay jive Maries to the blessed 
Virgin, and to worship her and the dead saints and martyrs 
with prayers and hymns. Sec. I thank this Jesuit, however, 
for confessing so manifest a truth, that this adoration of saints 
was not fit to be exposed to the Gentiles. But if matters were 
carried thus, I think they were not carried with great sincerity. 
This might be like the policy of Jesuits ; but it did not by 
any means become the simpUcity of Christians ! and yet 1 
think, a Jesuit would hardly have carried a secret in his sleeve, 
ao dangerous to he d^covered, and so impossible to be concealed. 
For that the Church should have the good fortune to conceal 
it for above 300 years, from the idolatrous philosophers and 
priests of the Gentiles, was, of all other things that passed in 
that long time, the most miraculous ; and requires such a 
faith to believe it, as believes a thing the more, the more in- 
credible it is. But though this, in the opinion of all indifferent 
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persons, will be a sufficient prejudice against supposing that 
the Church kept her doctrine and practice from the knowledge 
of her tueniies ; yet I belicTe it will he a stronger prejudice 
sgainBt it, amongBt those (of which numhcr I profess myself 
to he one) that honour the memories of the ancient martyrs, 
and love them for their constancy t« the death, in adhering to 
onr dear Lord and Master Jesus ; that this crafty design is no 
way recoucileahle to that spirit of integrity which the Gospel 
frames us to, if we are true Christians ; and of which they, if 
Buy, were undeniable examples. One would think, therefore, 
_^t if the heathens knew no such doctrines and practices 
■ «Biongst the Christians, that the Christians had none such to 
I 'be known. And in the opinion of Salmeron himself, had those 
f Imown anj such thing, these had not failed to hare heard of it. 
Why then did they not charge the Christians with worship- 
ping the blessed Vii^n, when nothing would have been more 
I pertinent and apposite? I will give one instance of this 
i ouestion, so clear and full, that it shall render all others need- 
L was. There was nothing that Celsus insisted upon, against 
m the Christiana worshipping Jesus Christ, with more spite and 
xiumph. than that Jesus was, as he called him, "a most vile 
I person, taken, beaten, and crucified." It was for this he 
■:«oomed the Christians, that they should count him the Son 
f^ God;* and worship him now dead, who lived and died 
) ignominiously. It must be uneasy for a Christian to write or 
TCad his blasphemies upon this occasion.'^ Sut there is one 
place that I must not forbear ; and that is, where the foresaid 
'"wretch brings in a Jew, and with the Jew, does himself 
. upbraid Jesus,! ^^^^ ^^ "^ " ''"f ™ * little town of Judeea, 
r and that of a wandering woman, miserahly poor, that spun for 
1 her living ; who was also for adultery thrown out of doors by 
I the carpenter her husband ; and being thus driven away by 
[ him, and wandering up and down in a base fashion, brought 
t fetth Jesus in a comer." Thus did that accursed villain 
I blaspheme the blessed Virgin, in despite to Jesus her most 
I holy Son ; I say, in despite to liim, because he was worshipped 

Sthe Christians. By bringing forth the eiecrable stories of 
; Jews concerning the mother, the impious infidel designed 
I to make the Church of God ashamed of worshipping her Smi ; 
" t to disparage this way, as well as by objecting 
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the poTerty of hia life, and the ignominy of his death. But 
suppose, 1 beseech you, that the Church in thoie days had 
honoured the mother of Jesus, tittle less than Jesus himself; 
that she had been called the Queen of Heaven : that the story 
of her assumption had been then invented : that she had been 
worshipped as the Lady of the World, aud served with prayers, 
and vowB, and incense, and with all, or with any of those 
religious rites, that she is now served with ? Would that 
spiteful wretch have failed to reproach the enemies of his ffods 
with BO plain a matter of reproach ? Did he think they had 
son to be ashamed of making so helpless and so unfortunate 
lan, as the Pagans took Jesus to be, the object of a moat 
excellent worship ;* and would he not have thought it a 
greater shame, if they had given a superescellent worship to 
so helpless and so scandalous a woman, as the false miscreant 
reckoned the mother to be 7 Did they insult over the Chris- 
tians for making a God of the Son of such a mother ? What 
would they have said, if the Church had given them the least 
occasion to suspect, that it had made a goddess of the mother 
herself? But of this not one word is to be met with, in all 
the reproaches of the infidel ; no, nor of Trypho or CoaciHus, 
or any the moat bitter enemies of the Christian name, for the 
three first ages ; where it lay as fair to be taken up, as argu- 
ment and occasion could make it. What account then is to 
heaven of this omission ? It was no omission of theirs at 
all i the Church had not yet giTcn them this handle against 
itself: no such things as these were known amongst Christians, 
and therefore their enemies did not lay them to their charge : 
their enemies, I say, who falsely accused them, as to other 
matters, upon the most alight and frivolous occaaions. They 
accused them of worshipping an ass's head ; of killing a child 
at their solemn assemblies ; and of adultery and incest, as 
you may see in Minutius FehK, and elsewhere ; and all this 
upon the must ridiculous grounds imaginable. But it seems 
the Christians paid rehgious worship to the Virgin, and to 
dead men and women ; and their watchful enemies were con- 
tent to say never a word of it. Alas ! these wise men did not 
know, tlwt the Christians derided them for such things as 
these ; perhaps they were always deaf when it was told them 
that the Christiana did the same things themselves ; or they 
had quite forgotten it, when it was most proper to remember 



I it i or were bo siDy, &s not to discern the advantage they were 

make of it; or so imprudent, sm to accuse them of other 

ings, which could be easily disproyed, rather than to accuse 

(hem of those things which could not be denied. The children 

Jf*f this world were now grown fools in their generation. He 

I that can believe these things, let him beheve them ! 

I shall add this only, that when the least occasions were 
once given to auspect tiiat the martyrs were worshipped by the 
Church, the heathens immediately laid hold on the pretence, 
especially Julian* and Eunapius, who urged the accusation 
With all the stings of malice ; as their predecessors m this 
■ ^use against Christ would certainly have done, had there 
7" teen the least colour for it. 

But to return to the Yirgin Mary : we have seen that in 

these latter ages the doctrine of hec worship is grown to be no 

mean part of the body of divinity, with the doctors of the 

I 'Soman Church. There is no end of writing books to her 

I Iionour, and to excite and direct devotion to her. A sermon 

T 'Cannot be preached, but she must be addressed to with au 

I Ave Mary ; nor a large volume written, but it ia odds, that it 

is concluded with " praise to God, and to the virgin mother 

Mary." One would therefore CKpect to find all things full of 

veneration and address to the blessed Virgin in the writings 

of the primitive Fathers, that is, to meet with it at every turn 

in their expositions of the faith, in their exhortations to 

devotion and piety, and in all their homilies to the peeple. 

I But if you look for any such thing, I wUl be bold to say, you 

I .will lose your labour ; unless it were some satisfaction to find, 

■ that the world is very much altered from what it was, and the 

[ Btate of religion not a httle changed. 

iut the worst is, that what these Fathers say of her, is but 
I very httle in comparison, and that not of set purpose, but inci- 
I dentally and occasionally, as they were led to it by otber 
\ things. I know not how the Fathers can he excused, hut 
I that the Scriptures speak as sparingly of her as they. 

It were something, however, if their occasional passages 
coDcemiug her intimated a greater regard to her service in 
their practice, than they have shewn in their writings : or if 
they discovered but some obscure prints and footsteps' of 
Buch a devotion to her, as we seek for. Let us therefore see 
[_ after what manner they speak of the blessed Virgin. 

* Cjnl. contra Jnlian. 1. G. [vol. S. p. 201. Lutet. 163S.] 
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I observe, that ihe highest strains iu ber service run upon 
a comparison between her nnil Eve, Thus Juatin Martyr,* 
who M.VS very little else of her. tells im, that " Eve being a 
Tii^n conceived by the word of the aerpeol, and brought forth 
death : but the Virgin Mary receiving the message of the 
angel, conceived in faith ; therefore that which was horn of 
her was holy, ri>. the Son of God." He proves al^o against 
Trypho.t that Christ was to be bom of a vii^n, according to 
the prophets. 

After Justin comes Irenteus, and with greater circumstance 
pursues the forementioued comparison, against those stupid 
(leretics, that denied God to be the Creator of all things, and 
that he used his own works. For against these, IrenKUB, 
amongst other arguments, produced this, that Christ took 
flesh of Alary. Aud then he proceeds to shew, how conveiuent 
it was that he should be born of a virgin. First,^ he opposes 
the disobedience in the case of the forbidden tree, by which 
"in came into the world, to that obedience which was performed 
upon a tree, by bim that brought life to the world. He 
opposes also the cheat that was put upon Eve, to the truth 
that was told Mary. He opposes the virgin Eve, now designed 
to be a wife, to the virgin Mary, who was also espoused ; and 
the virgin Eve deceived by an evil augel, to the virgin Mary 
heUeving a good angel. " And," says he, " as Eve was seduced 
and forsook God. so Mary was induced to obey God, that the 
virgin Mary might he a comforter^ of the virgin Eve i aud 
that as mankind was, through a virgin, bound over to death, 
so they sliould )>e released through a virgin. One thing being 
thus rightly balanced against another, the disobedience of a 
virgin by the obedience of a virgin." The sncn of all is this, 
that there appeared a notable congruity, in divers respects, 
that as Eve, a virgin, led the first man Adam into transgression. 



' ■ Justin. Dial, mm Tryph. p. 327. Paris, [p. 19S. Pur. 1742.] 
t P. 290. [Ibid. p. 163.] 

t Iran. Ub. 5. c. 18, 19. [p. 315, 316. Veaet. 1734.] 
{ The word whiob 1 tranalaUi cotuforfer, is in Latin adnacala.- from 
irlience BeUunniDe and Ffvardentius conclade ver; absurdlj, ia behalf of 
invocBtioQ of sgioU. tbougb Tremens meajit wbat we usually andentand 
by adeoeate. But by the fidelity of tbe Latin translator, in keeping to 
the eceleiiutical use of cords, it aeems evident, that the Greek word in 
IrenKUB was Trapat\i)Tog ; which, how it is to be translsted, aeo M. 
Daille, who has largely treated this matter ; and I doubt not lo say, has 
made an end of it. De Relig. cuitua Object, p. 41, &c. [Genei-. Ifi04.] 
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in whom all mankind fell ; bo llie Virgin Mary brought forth 

iim into the world, the second Adam, the Lord from heaven, 

a»ho was to redeem all mankind. No honest man will go 

make leas of these pagsages -, but he must be a Tcry 

[btle man that can make more of them. 

And yet Fevardentius triumphs in this testimony, as if be 
had found here the Primitive Church, and all antiquity, for 
the inyocation of the blessed Virgin. And no less satisfied be 
was with a like strain of Irenieus against those heretics, iu 
another place, who said, that "Christ took uothing from the 
Virgin Mary."* and by consequence that she was not really 
bis mother, nor he reallv, but only seemingly, a man. Now, 
amongst other things, Irenieiis argues the contrary, from the 
congrnity of our Saviour's being born of a vit^n, that a virgin 
mignt bring as much good to the world, as a virgin had done 
mischief; whereby it became plain, that God defeated the 
devil in a congruous way ; who, by the virgin Eve, had seduced 
Adam, and brought death upon hia posterity. But why did 
not Irenffiua complain, that this heresy overthrew the very 
foundation upon which the Church gave a superexcellent 
worship to Mary, viz. becanse she was the mother of God 1 
Nay, why did not he silence this wild conceit, by aUeging the 
worship which she every where received upon this account ? 
Fevardentiua elsewhere makes a mighty matter of IrensBus' 
pressing heretics with catholic tradition. Why therefore 
was not so obvious and convincing an argument as the catholic 
tradition and practice of worahijiping the Virgin Mary brought 
forth upon this occasion ? Even because there was no aueh 
tradition or practice to be alleged, as any man that is not 
overruled with prejudice must confess. It is a sign that 
ancient testimonies run very low with them, when they are 
fain to make much of these. 

But if Irenffius forgot this argument, it is something strange 
thatTertuUianafterhim should forget it too: for writing against 
the same stupid opinions, be uses just the argument that 
Irenieus had done before him : " The image and similitude of 
God,""!- saith he, "being captivated by the devil, God recovered 
it by a work that defeated the devil in his own way. For the 
word that was a foundation of death had crept into Eve, being 

• Adv. Her. lib. 3. c. 32, 33. [nt supra, p. 213, 219.J 
t ^mula operations. Tert. da came Chriatj, c. 25, [c, 17.] [p. 321. 
Pit. 1695.] Ad?. Praieam, c. 27. [Ibid. p. 516.] 
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yet a TJr^ ; and agreeably the word that should restore life, 
was to be received by a virgin ; that mankind, who by means 
of that sex, fell into perdition, might, through the same sex, 
be recovered to salvation. Eve had believed the serpent, 
Mary hath believed Gabriel ; the offence which the former 
hath committed in behevlng, the latter hath blotted out 
by believing." And what he means by blotting out Eve's 
offence, is plain from what follows, that " Mary brought forth 
him who was to save even his murderers," and that "Christ 
was to come of her for the salvation of man." What Tertullian 
says of her beside, is very little, and by the bye ; as that she 
was a virgin, because " Christ was said to be made of a 
woman ;" and ihat being bom of her, " he was therefore of 
the house of David ;" and the hke, 

Clemens Alexandrinua, to illustrate a moral lesson tells us, 
"that Mary was a perfect virgin after the birth of her Son,"* 
and mentions a particular proof of it, which some affirmed. 
And farther he says not, that I can remember. 

His scholar Origea acknowledged also the perpetual virginity 
of Mary: and in his homilies upon the 1st chapter of St. 
Luke, where he could not avoid speaking of her, he hath these 
" Somebody ,"+ aaithhe, "I know not who, hath run 
such a madness, as to affirm that Mary was renounced by 
our Saviour, inasmuch as after his birth she was joined to 
Joseph."! Now if the Church had then heheved the story of 
her assumption (which has been so poetically described to ua 
of late) : if the Church had then, for an hundred and fifty 
years togpther, served her as the queen of beavea, with solemn 
rites of worship ; that man who ventured to disparage the 
blessed Vii^n in this fashion, was foolish to admiration. But 
if Origen knew that the Church had given her these honours 
from the beginning, he was wise enough to have stopped this 
madman's mouth with that argument, or rather to have said 
nothing of him i since nobody could need any instruction to 
hold him for a ridiculous fellow. But he thought fit to in* 
Htruct the people, how they should answer this man ; and that 
in this manner : " If Maiy was pronounced blessed in those 
hymns that were uttered by the instinct of the Holy Spirit ; 
bow can any man say that our Saviour denied her 1" 

• Strom, lib. 7. [p. 889. Venet. 1757.] 

t Ini™. Horn. 7. [ill 3. p. 940. Par. 1740.J 

j Contempl. of Life, «ic. 
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Origen speaks verv honourably of the blessed Virg^ ; bit 
7et he represents her as an instance of human frailty ; and one 
that needed forgiveness of sius, as well as the Apostles ; and 
that because she was offended, as he (it seems) was persuaded, 
at the passion of Christ. " What," says he, " do we think 
that when the Apostles were scandalized, the mother of our 
Lord waa free from it ?" And so he interprets those worda, 
"A sword shall pierce through thy own soul also," by this 
paraphrase, " the sword of unbelief shall pierce thy own son!, 
and thou ghalt be smitten with the edge of doubtfulness." I 
doubt it will not be couTenient to inquire of Origen any further. 
As for Athenagoras, Minutius Fefix, St. Cyprian, Amobius, 
Lactantius, they have left us nothing at all eonceming her i 
unless St. Cyprian says, somewhere, that " Christ was con- 
ceived in the womb of a virgin," &c. But if that be all, I am 
aure he neglected some very inviting occasions of putting his 
people in mind of a great deal more ; which he ought not to 
have neglected, if the doctrine of the Primitive Church con- 
cerning the blessed Virgin had been the same with that of the 
pretended Cathohc Church at this day. 

And so we are gotten out of the three first ages. But 
perhaps Athonasius makes amends for all that were before him, 
in the sermon upon the Annunciation of the blessed Virgin. 
That sermon, I confess, is a very surprising thing to any man, 
that considers there was not the least preparation for the 
doctrine it would pretend to eatabUsh, in the foregoing ages. 
But then this (aa well as many other things that go under the 
name of Athanasius) ia none of his ; as Bellarmine, and others 
of his party (obliged by the strength of truth) have actually 
confessed : and in all probabihty, it waa written no less than 
348 years after hia death. In his genuine works there is more 
frequent mention of the Virgin, than in the Fathers before 
him ; especially in his Orations against the Arians, which be 
wrote about the year 360. But we must go further down, to 
find where her worship began, for as yet there is no appearance 
of it. 

Hilary, who wrote about the same time, says nothing new in 
this matter.* He does industriously assert the virginity of 
Mary, which, and the like things, were done by some of those 
that went before him. But of her worship not a word. 
I To conclude ; the Fathers do generally speak of her without m 

f Hilar. Fictav. Com. in Muth. p, 407. [veil. 1. p. S70. Veron. ITSOtn 
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.the addition of any title of honour: for the most put they 
coll her Mary ; sometimes the Vii^in ; the Mother of our 
Xord rarely, and the Mother of God never, 1 think, till the 
Church was ohiiged to g^uard the belief of the divine nature of 
Chnat, by all kind of proper expressions : and even then, 
thia honourable sppellaljon was used not for her sake, but to 
secure the right faith of our Lord's divinity, especially against 
the Neatorian heresy. In short, the Protestants do customarily 
mention the Virgin mother with honourable additions, beyond 
what the Fathers of the three first ages did. But we worship 
her just as they did, that is, not at all. For my own part, 
when I consider that she bad the glorious privilege to be the 
Mother of God, I should have much ado to forhcor regretting 
the little regard wherewith some of the Fathers speak of her 
sometimes, but that I find our Saviour himself, in those three 
sayings concerning her,* which are reported in the Gospels, 
not to magnifv her over greatly. And the trath is, I sbonld 
have wondered at that too, had not the exeesa of kter devotion 
to her, put me in mind, that the holy writera were guided by ft 
spirit of prophecjit and have therefore recorded uothing that 



5. 8. Let us now sec, whether the religion of praying to 
martyrs and saints, and worshipping their images and relics 
has the authoritv of the primitive Church and aU antiquity. 
It may very wtll be presumed, that it has not, unless we think 
that the Fathers preferred the other saints before the blessed 
Virgin. But to say the truth ; though hitherto the Vii^jin 
and the rest of the saints were equal, as to any religious 
worship, neither she nor they being yet thought of for that 
purpose ; yet when superstition at length began to creep into 
the Church, the martyrs ^t the start of the Virgin. In 
process of time, her worship overtopped theira; but theirs 
began before her turn came. The most holy religion of the 
Gospel was delivered all at once ; and which is most consider- 
able, it is the rehgion which God hath sealed, and so it was, and 
b all of a piece. But the corruption of that religion coming ou 
by degrees, as contingent occasions gave birth and growth to 
it, could not be regularly contrived, but would need a great 
deal ofpatchingandmending, tohringit toaface of uniformity. 



' Lake ii. 49. li. 27, 28, Juhn ii. 4. 
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Aa for praying to saints, I know Dot how any man can 
taa^ne, that the primitive Fathers taught or used it, who con- 
L riders in what terms they taught, that God only was to be 
Elbrocated : that they counted the worship of invocation a 
P%etter sacrifice than those which had been offered to God, as 
I the law of Moses required, and which all acknowledge were to 
be offered to God only ; and that they ar^ed the divinity of 
Christ from hence, that prayers were to be offered to him. 

Irenmus tells ua, that " the Church did nothing by invoca- 
tions of angela, or incantations to them, or any other evil 
curiosity." Fevardentius pretends, that this excludes evil 
spirits only from being invoked. But let any unprejudiced 
man judge by what follows. "But," aays he,* " she directs 
her prayers chastely, purely, and manifestly, to the Lord that 
made all things." Now according to Fevardentius, he should 
have added, " and to good spirits also." For it is a vain thing 
to say that he intended to oppose those only that worshipped 
' inalictaus spirita ; since if this had been his intention, the plain 
' laws of discourae had obliged him rather to omit the worship 
I ef God in this opposition, than the worship of good spirits, 
F And doubtless upon this supposition he would have said, 
t'that "we do not use prayers and hymns to evil, but to 
Egood spirits." 

W , I cannot but set down here the words of the Church of 

^Smyrna, in their golden epistle concemmg the marlyrdom 

r<tf Polycarp. It seems the Jews had suggested, that if the 

K'Clirisl^aiis could gain his body, they would perhaps forsake 

pjhrist, and worship him (their love and reverence of that holy 

man, their bishop, was so well known). Against which sug- 

(Esrions, the Smjrnians thus declare themselves : " These men 

tnow not that we can neither forsake Christ, who suffered for 

t the salvation of all that are saved, the innocent for the guilty j 

r nor worhip any other. Him truly being the Son of God, we 

[ tdore : but the martyrs, and disciples, and followers of the 

[ Iiord, we justly love, for that extraordinary good mind, which 

they have expressed towards their King and Master ; of whose 

happiness God grant that we may partake, and that we may 

learn by their examples." This testimony of the Church of 

Smyrna, I rather produce in this place ; because in two ancient 

manuacnpta, cited by the moat learned Archbishop Usher, 

^fiie Latin translation of their protestation runs thus : " We 

• Iren, Lib. Z. e. 57. [nt gnpra. p. 166.J 



hristians can ncTer forsake Christ, who vouchsafed to suffer 
1 great things for our sins, nor give away the worsliip of 
prayer to any other."* 

ClemeDs Alexaiidnuua defines prayer by its relation to God, 
in whieh (as Bellarmiae^ acknowk-dgca) be was followed by 
divers Fathers in the fourth oentury. But nothing can be 
more plain, than this passage of his : " Since there is hut one 
good God, both we and angels pray to| him alone ; that those 
good things may be given us, which we want, and those con- 
tinued which we have." If half bo plain a testimony could 
have been produced out of the genuine writings of these 
Fathers, for praying to others besides God, aa these are for 
praying to God alone j 1 fear we should have been counted 
very impudent, in our appeals to the primitive Church, and the 
best antiquity. The same person had said not long before, 
" We do justly honour God bv prayer, and with righteousness 
we send up this best and most holy sacrifice." 

And 1 find this to have been another general notion of the 
worship of prayer amongst the ancients, that it was a sacrifice 
much better than those more sensible sacrifices, that were either 
()ffered by the Gentiles, or required 1^ the law of Moses ; and 
more pleasing to God. Thus says Tertullian : "We sacrifice 
for the health and safety of the emperor, hut we do it to our 
God, and his God; and we do it, as God hath commanded, 
with pure prayer,§ or purely with prayer ;" For so he is to be 
understood, inasmuch as he opposcth the purity of prayer to 
the sacrifices of incense and victims : |[ and therefore, says he, 
"we pray rather for the health of the emperor, desiring it of 
him who can give it." This smart writer did, in his own way, 
Tcry plainly represent our doctrine in the forementioned saying. 
"We sacnficc," says he, "but to our God, and his God." 
There he represents sacrifice, as due to God only : "But we 
do it, as God hath commanded, with pure prayer. There he 
represents prayer as a sacrifice more excellent than that of 
odours and blood, which the Gentiles offered. And can any 
thing be more evident, than that he appropriates this sacrifice 
BO to God, that it ought not to he given to any else 1 Thus 
[ also he proves against the Jews, that "wc must now sacrifice 

. • See Act, Uaaer. Folic, or Anaw. to fie Jesuit'e CbiUlenge, Praying to 
Saints. 

1 'OfitXia irpAc riv Biov, [nt eupra, p. S5'l.] 

1 Dap' QufoB liovou. Strom, 1, 7. p. 721. [Ibid. p. 853.] 

i Puraproce. ||OdoriaMtBangBiiia.Tert.adSiap. 2.[utinpra,p.69.] 



PEAVERS TO SAINTS AKD AKOBLS. 

to God, not earthly, but spiritual sncrifiCTS ; for it ia written, 
a contrite and an humble heart; is a sacrifice to God;"* and 
elsewhere, " offer the sacrifice of jiraiae, and pay thy vowa to 
the Most High." And therefore, a little after, he affirms Christ 
to be " the high priest of eternal sacrifices," in opposition to 
those that are abolished. Nay, he says that the pure offeringf 
foretold in Malachi, which all nations should bring, is the 
" simplicity of prayer from the pure conscience," which he else- 
where describes by blessing, and praise, and hymns ; and so is 
the same with pure prayer mentioned before. This is enough 
to shew, that in his days the Church would no more have 
offered invocations of prayer or praise to any but to God, than 
they would have offered victims to any but to him, if they had 
been continued in the service of the Church. 

And by this we may see, in what sort we are to understand 
that offering for the mar^re which we read of in Tertullian 
and St. Cyprian. J Says Tertullian, "We make oblations for 
them that are departed, in memory of their birth-days," i. e. 
of the days wherein they were crowned with martyrdom. And 
thus St. Cyprian, writing to the Church of Carthage concern- 
ing Celeriuus, and making mention of his uncles Laurentius 
and Ignatius, aayB,5 ""We offer sacrifice for them, you may 
remember, as often as we celebrate the days upon which the 
martyrs suffered, with an aimiversaiy commemoration." And 
thus he writes to the clergy of Carthage, concerning the con- 
fessors, that should die in prison. || " Note down the days of 
their death, that we may celebrate the commemorations 
amongst the memories of the saints," Sec. The meaning, of 
which is, that they gave thanks and offered praises to God for 
those holy persons by name, who had constantly suffered 
death for the faith of Christ. These were the sacrifices they 
offered for the martyrs, the sacrifices of praise ; not excluding 
what, by other authorities, is evident enough, the sacrifice of 
prayers for them too, and for all the departed saints, that they 
might at length obtain the promised resurrection. I do not 
say that the worship of Christians consisted only of these 
sacrifices : they had the oblation of bread and wine besides, ^ 

" Ad. Jud. c. 5. [ut supra, p. 188.] 

t Simpler oraSo : Adv, Marci. [lib. 4.] e. 1. [Ibid. p. iU.] 

t Be Corona, c. 3. [Ibid. p. 102.] De Exhort, c. 13. Demca. 

I Cypr. Epist. 31. Kg. [p. 109. Venet. l?2a.] 

I Id. Epiet. 37. [Ibid. p. 115.] 

1 See Mr Mede apoa Miocha purum. 
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before the euchariat ; and the representative sacrifice of our 
Lord's body and blood iu the eucharist. It is euough, that 
the reli^ous inTocations of the Church v>ere held to be the 
worship of sacrifice, and that of * a more excellent kind, than 
the earthly sacrifices of Jews and Gentiles, as TcrtuUian calla 
them. A^d let the pretended Catholics tell ns, to whom the 
worship of sacrifice should be offered, but to God. They have, 
I confess, kejit the style of the ancient Church, and pretend 
to sacrifice to God, and to him only. But the change which 
they have made in the doctrine and practice of the Church, 
hatn obliged them to apply that style otherwise than the 
ancient Chnrch did. When they speak of offering sacrifitx, as 
M. de Meaux does in his'f Exposition, we are, according to 
the use of that phrase in their writers, to miderstand nothii^ 
but tbe pretended sacrifice of the mass. But why must not 
the people be taught, that the worship of prayers and hymoa 
is a sacrifice too ? For this was the current doctrine oi the 
primitive Church, There is a good reason for it, hecauae 
they do not pay this worship to God aloue, as the primitive 
Chnrch did. 

And now, as for those passages concerning | oblations and 
sacrifices already produced, and many more to tbe like pur- 
pose, that might be produced out of the Fathers ; I do not 
know bow far a willing mind might go, to apply them to the 
sacrifice of the mass. And when that is dotte, it is but a 
httle straining more, and they will interpret Gregory Nazian- 
zen to their own miud too ; who in bis funeral oration upon 
6t. Basil, thus speaks of him. " And now he is iu heaven,§ 
as I think, he offers sacrifices for us, and prayers for the 
people." But I am confident Nazianzen did not so much as 
think that Basil said mass in heaven fur him and tbe people- 
To proceed, Origen is as express to this purpose as his 
master Clemens Alesandrinus, He saith, " We must pray to 
him II alone, that ts God over all, and we must pray to the 
Word of God, his only begotten, and the first-born of evenr 
creature ; and we must humhly heseech him, as our high 
priest, to present our prayer (for it is known to him) to his 
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Vsthcr, and the Father of tliem that hvo according to the 
Word of God." 

This ia coough for one man to say, in so plain a case : and 
yet I will add what he says about this matter, from another 
common argument, n^V. tnat the Divinity of Christ is clearly 
gathered from our making prayers to him. For opon those 
words of the Apostle, "With all that call upon the name of 
the Lord Jesus," he saith,* " That the Apostle pronounces 
Jesua Christ to be God, in that his name is called upon ;" and 
that " to call upon the name of the Lord, and to adore God, 
is one and the same thing." The reason of this, which 1 have 
ventured to offer, is, that prayer does ascribe omnipresence, as 
well as other divine perfections, to the being to which it ia 
made. And this is that reason which TertuHian, as I think, 
hath espressed in these words if "That faith offers its reli- 
gion to him only ; of whom it ia confident, that he sees and 
hears everywhere." For by religion he meant prayer, which 
ii the subject of that discourse to which these words belong. 
Novatian also : " If J Christ be only a man, how is he 
:rywhere present to those that call upon him 1 since this ia 
the nature of man, but of God, to be present in all placesl" 
a in the same place, " If Christ be only a man, why ia a 
a involied as a mediator in prayers) since the invocation of 
a must be judged ineffectual for the procuring of salvation 7" 
And to name no more, Athanasius frequently uses tliis kind 
argument. For speaking of prayers made to the Son of 
fClwl, lie says,§ "The saints think it not just to invoke him 
be their helper and refuge, who was made or created. And 
man would pray to receive any thing from the fathers and 
angels, or from any of the otner creatures :" from vfhence 
concludes, that because the Apostle in I Thess. iii. 1 1, 
4oes not only pray to God the Father, but also to our Lord 
"Jeans Christ ; that therefore Christ is God. It seems it was 
not then the way of Christians to join God and St. Michael, 
lOod and the Virgin, God and all the saints, in iiivocationa or 
prayers. There were then no such things known, as con- 
fession to God and to Bt. Michael, and to the blessed Virgin, 
and to the saints ; as giviug glory to the holy Trinity and to 
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the Virgin ; as saying, " Jesus, Mary, help, 

thing of this nature hcen done in those times, I doubt here 
had heen a good argument lost, by which the Fathers proved 
Christ to be God. Nor would Athanas' 
a child, as to attack the Arians with an 
the doctrine and practice of the Chi 
obvious and effectual an answer. 

To all which I shall add hut that cat 
Synod.* " That Christiana ought uot t< 
of God, and depart aside, and invocate angels: therefore if 
RDj man he found using this secret idolatry, let him he accursed, 
because he hath forsaken our Lord Jesus Christ." I make 
no question, but if there had been occasion, saints had been 
put into the canon as well as angels. But then, what word 
could they have thought of, instead of saints, to auswer 
' comers,' (ant/uloa) which Crab thrust into the old Latin trans- 
lation, instead of ' angels' (angelos) is not very easy to imagine. 
Concerning which pleasant forgery, see Bishop Usher's Answer 
to the Jesuit's Ch^enge, p. 469, &c. 

And now if we consider the doctrine of these primitive 
Fathers concerning prayer, I snppose we shall not wonder, 
that in those places where we might well have expected some 
instance of praying to saints, or some recommendation of it, 
(if any such practice had been amongst them) that I say there 
is nothing at all, no not the least intimation of it : not where 
St. CypriaD't' so vehemently admonished those that were fallen 
in persecution, to pray to God for themselves, and to entreat 
the brethren to do so too : not where J Tertulhon describes 
the hnmihatioas and prostrations of the penitents ; in both 
which places, one would have expected, that the tutercessioa 
of the saints and martyrs shouhl have been implored : not 
where Justin Martj'r describes the service of the Church in 
her religious aasemhiiea ; nor in any of the ancient Apologies, 
nor in any ancient account of the religious worship of Chris- 
tiana ; no not iu the § Apostolical Constitutions (though a 
later work than it pretends to he), where the order of the 
Church's service is very particularly described. We are not 
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to wonder at it, I say, for the declared doctrine of the Church 
^ss against it. 

1. 9. Aa for the worshipping, or as M, de Meaux calls it, 
honouring, of images, we might spare the pains of in- 

ring what the sense of the ancient Church vob concerning 
it ; it is so hard to believe that they should worship the images 
of the saints, who did not so much aa pray, or give any reU- 
gious worship to the saints themselves. But this practice is 
so far from having the countenance of the primitire Church, 
and all antiquity, that in the best ages there were men of great 
name in the Church, that did not hclieve so much as the art 
of imagery and picture lawful to he practised by a Christian. 
Saith ClemcDS Alexandrmus,* " We are plainly forbidden to 
meddle with that cheating art : for the Prophet (Moses) saith, 
thou shalt not make the likeness of any thing cither in 
heaven or in earth." Tertullian hath a great deal to this 
purpose, in his discourse of Idolatry. But those words are, to 
to my thinking, very remarkable rf " Well did the same God 
require the likeness of a serpent to he made by an extraor- 
dinary command, who by his law forbade the making of any 
Ukeuesa. If thou observest the same God, thou hast his law : 
make no Hkeness. If also thou lookcst to the precept of 
making an image afterward, do thou also imitate Moses : 
make no image whatsoever against the law, unless God also 
command thee in particular so to do." Which words are so 
plain and full, that they leave no room for that frivolous pre- 
tence, that these Fathers intended no other images, but those 
of the heathen gods. And that instance of the brazen serpent 
which was no idol till the Jews made it one, clearly shews the 
contrary. 

But if it be said, that the authority of these men is to go 
for nothing, because they were mistaken in condemnmg image- 
work so universally as they did ; I grant, that their zeal against 
image worship transported them beyond the bounds of reason ; 
especially TertuUian, who in the foresaid book, tells us, that j 
"artificers of statues and images, and all carved and engraven 
works of this kind, were brought into the world by the devil." 
But this I say, that if images had in those days been used iu 
Christian churches, so much aa to excite the devotion of the 

* Protmiit. fld Gentes. 

t TerC. de IdoE. c. 5, 0. T"' suiita, u. 88.] 

t Ibid. c. a [c.3][p.86.J 



I 



I/O 



THE WOBSIIIP OF THE CnnBCIl OF HOME. 



faithful, much more to receiTc their adoration ; neither would 
these Fathers hnve condemned the making of iniitges, nor, if 
they bad, would the Church have home with so great an out- 
rage upoQ their doctriue nud praedee. Some one at least 
would have appeared in hehalf of the Catholic Church, as 
Melchior Caniis has done in hehalf of the Itoman Church 
against the Eliberiue Council in this matter ; who sticks not 
to saj, that* " their law for taking away images was not only 
imprudently, but impiously established." The censure which 
he so long aAer passed upon that Council, had been fastened 
upon these men presently, by more than one, as good as 
Canus, if image worship had bat been allowed then, as it is 
now established in the Roman communion. They were not 
BO tame as to suffer their worship to be atfronted by their own 
members, without taking notice of it. But the truth is, the 
monuments of the ancient f Church afford us no accounts 
of images any where, but either in libraries, orj at a house 
door, or in the holes of heretics, or in the temples of false 
gods. We read indeed of one picture of Christ, or some 
saint, which Epiphauius found in a curtain of the Church of 
Anablatha ; but he took it down, and tore it in pieces. Such 
Bcconnts as this are not for the credit of image-worship ; 
which indeed came into the Church at the tail of other cor- 
ruptions. And the Fathers are so unanimous and positive 
agamst it, that I will shut up this matter with the testimony 
of a great many Fathers in one testimony, tnz. that of the 
EUheriue Council held about the beginning of the fourth oge.^ 
*' It is our pleasure, that pictures ought not to be in the 
Church, lest that which is worshipped or adored, should be 
pabted upon walls," 

As for the relics of saints and martyrs, we hear of none 
for the three first ages, but that of bodies, nor any thing con- 
cerning them, but that they were interred with all possible 
respect that could be expected from men, and which is more, 
from Christians. The honour, which, by the custom of the 
world, we learn is proper to the bodies of the dead, is to give 
them a decent interment. This was maintained and cherished 

• Caaat, Loc.Throl. I. 5. c. i. [p. 251. Colon. IGOG.] 
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by the ancient CbristianB,* not only becnuse reasonable souls 
once lived in thoEe boJiea which they committed to the ground, 
which WHS au inducemeut common to man; hut because also 
those bodies and eouls were to be ouce again joined at tbe re- 
surrection, which was an inducement proper to Christiaiis. 
It was the same kind of honour which they shewed to the 
bodies of martyrs, though heightened with the expressions of 
a more than ordinary love. Thus, after the martyrdom of St. 
Stephen, devout men carried him out to he buried,f and made 
great lamentation over him. 

The hke account did the Smymeans give of their disposing 
the bones of Polycarp, which they reckoned more valuable 
than precious stones, more precious than gold, M. de Means 
sure would not desire a farther progression of love and honour. 
Bnt with this degree they contented themselves ; for, say they, 
"We committed them to burial where it was nsual."J 

And thus Pius, the first of that name, bishop of Itame:^ 
"Take care," saith he, "of the bodies of the holy martyrs, as 
of God'a members, after that manner that the Apostles took 
care of Stephen's." 

Thus the clergy of Rome, in their epistle to the clei^ of 
Carthage, when St. Cyprian was absent: "to speak of a matter 
of very great consequence. If the bodies of martyrs or others 
be not buried, it is a very dangerous fault in those that are 
to look after this business." So that in those days it should 
seem to he a chai^ entrusted to select persons, that the bodies 
of martyrs and other Christians should be buried; and this 
not only at Carthage, but at Rome too. 

But why should I multiply testimonies in so plain a case? 
Had the rehcs of martyrs and saints been worshipped in those 
best times, as they were afterward, how comes it to pass, that 
in all the monuments of those times, no mention of any such 
thing is to be found ? When the trade of reUcs began in tbe 
Church, there was noise enough made of it, and the best au- 
thors acquaint us with the news : but it had been no news, if 
the trade had been begun before. Why was no such thing 
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hundred years tJ>getber? For ne no sooner come to hew of 
stories of relics in the Church, hut we find the Pogftns at the 
heels of this iunoration, and uphraiding the Christians with 
the superstition of it. Why meet we not with some intimatiott 
of laying nji rehcs in churches under the altar? There' waa 
room enough for so considerable and necessary a circumstance 
(and the Church of Rome makes more than a circumstance of 
it), in that particular description of the fashion and ornaments 
of the church built by Paulinus, bishop of Tyre.* "Why 
meet we with no translations of bodies from one place to an- 
other, for their greater honour? Perhaps we shall be told of 
the men from the East, that came to Rome, and challenged 
the bodies of St. Peter and St. Paul, as of right belonging to 
them ; and of their carrying them two miles out of town, to a 
place called Catacumbn?, and all the other adventures that 
Gregory tells upon this business. But then there will arise a 
great question, whether we are to believe with Grcgory,t that 
they were Elastem behevers ; or, with Baronius,^ that they 
were thievish Greeks ? Or rather it will be no question, thi^ 
the whole relation is fabulous from one end to the other. 

In short, why have we all this time no account of miracles 
wrought by relics, of carrying them about in processions, of 
exposing them to receive the adorations of the people, of 
wearing them as a special security against spiritual and tem- 
poral evils, or of any instance of this kind of religion ? I an- 
awer, it is a fond thing to imagine, that the religion of wor- 
shipping the relics of the saints should be in use amongst them, 
who gave no rehgious worship to the saints themselves. 

But it is not to be wondered at, that they who pray to the 
souls of the saints and martyrs, who are so far absent from us, 
that they hear us not, should be guilty of another weakness, 
and worship their hones, and other relics, which neither hear 
nor see, though they are present. 

This ae^otmt of the sentiments of the three first ages, and 
indeed of the better half of the fourth, we gather from the 
writings of the Fathers, and from the undoubted monuments of 
those times. Monsieur de Means knew, that these tilings had 
been dihgently expounded by those of the Reformation, and 
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particukrly by M. Daiile. And what does he nppose to this, 
to save his preteocps to all antiquity harmless f Says he,* 
"Without Buy further examination what might he the aenti- 
menta of the Fathers of the three first ages, I will content 
myself with what M. Daiile is pleased to grant, who allows us 
BO many great men, who taught the Church in the fourth 
age." Now II. Daillc neither made any sueh allowance, nor 
had he any reason to make it. Bat suppose he had, must all 
that he had written concerning the sense of the three first ages, 
ahout the object of worship, go for nothing ? If this example of 
writing is fit to be followed, I know not why I should give myself 
any farther trouble, and not rather conclude thus: that"}" "with- 
out any farther examination what may be the sentiments of 
the Fathers of the following age, I shall content myself with 
what some great men of the Roman Church are pleased to 

frant, and which is eyidently proved against all the rest that 
eny it, viz. that the Fathers of the three first ages must be 
allowed to us." And so leave it to the world to judge who 
has most reason to he content. 

$. 10. But baring undertaken to give some account of the 
beginnings of the present superstitions of the Church of 
Rome, in the matter of saint-worship, and the adoration of 
the images aud relies of the saints : and because it is impos- 
sible to do this, without going beyond the first ages, till we 
come to the re^ of Julian ; 1 must venture beyond Iiim, and 
consider the state of the Church toward the latter end of thrf" 
fourth century, with respect to these questions. Some of the 
Romanists pretend that autiquity to be on their side, which I 
have shewn is with ub. But aa far as I can perceive, they all 

!>retend to be very confident they shall carry it thus high at 
eRst ; and M. de Means takes it for granted, that we begin 
to allow them those later Fathers. I shall endeavour to re- 
present the ease as impartially as if I were yet to choose my 
opinion ; and I am very much mistaken, if it will not appear 
in conclusion (though there is aUttle more colour for their 
challenging the latter end of the fourth age, in favour of 
their doctrme and practices in these things, than for appealing 
to higher antiquity), that upon a true consideration of the 
grounds upon which they challenge these later Fathers as 
their own, it had been more advisable for them to have come 
down much lower to find precedents whereby to justify them- 
* Eip, [ut BU]irn] p, 4. t PereBiua de Trudilion, Piir. 3, &e. 
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selves. It hml bei-u a ven- amrient custom of the Church for 
Christians to meet at the cemeteries, or burying -places of the 
martjre, and the rest of the faithful, there to celebrate anni- 
veretkty commemorations of the martyrs. Thug the Church of 
Smvraa* having intimated that they had buried the body of 
St. Poljcarp in the usual place, they added, " that in that 
place, God willing, tfaey should assemble together to celehrate 
the birth-day of ois martyrdom, with all the joy they could 
etpreaa:" and the reason of this custom, thpy express in this 
manner : " both to commemorate those who had already un- 
dergone the trial of martyrdom, and to exercise and to pre* 
pare those that ncre to follow, for the like conflicts." But 
they did not meet here to celebrate the memories of the mar- 
tyrs only, but at otiier times also for the celebration of divine 
service. For we find that Valerian and Gallienf forbade the 
Christians to celebrate assemblies, or to meet at those place* 
which they called cemeteries ; which passages, and the like, 
imply, that it was ordiiwry for them to assemble there : and it 
is not improbable that they used those places for more pri- 
vacy, when there was danger of persecution ; and that the 
prohibition of assemblies in those cemeteries, was the utmost 
strictness of prohibiting their assemblies ; for it is plain, that 
they had their churches besides in cities, which they built 
and repaired according to their abiUty. And so in that favoor- 
able time between Gsflien and Diocletian, J we find that they 
added new churches in every city, to those which they bad 
before. But whether they were wont to meet at the cemeteries 
(at other times besides the annivenair days of the martyrs) 
for privacy, or perhaps for the commodiousneas of those places, 
when they did not consult privacy, as some think ; or whether 
it was out of Bpecinl respect to the memories of those martjtB, 
I shall not need to dispute ; for it is a clear case, that tney 
fervently loved those excellent men and women, and honoured 
their memories, who had laid down their Uvea for the testi- 
mony of Jesus. This was one reason of celebrating their 
anniversary commemorations, in which they did what highly 
became them, and carefully kept themselves vrithin this com- 
pass, that religious worship was to he given to God only. 

But when, under Constantine the Great, the profession of 
Christianity was not only safe, but the way to honour and 
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greatness, the memories of the aainta more frequented than 
they had formerly been, and stately churehes were built over 
their sepulchres ; and the Emperor, the clergy, and the peo- 
ple seemed to vie with one another, who should express the 
greatest zeal in earrying on so pious a work ; which extraor- 
dinary fervour, considering the time, was not lo be wondered 
at ; for the Church was but now delivered not only out of a 
r^;ing persecution, but from the apprehenaion of any more, 
and therefore eould not hut reflect upon the martyrs with all 
tenderness of affection. And since they were not now alive 
to partake in the prosperous and triumphant state of the 
Church, it was natural to give their names and memories all 
that share in it, which was possible to be given ; especially 
since the present peace and glory of the Chnrch was, under 
God, 80 deeply owing to the noble examples of their fortitude 
and patience. The commemorations of the martyrs had for- 
merly a double end, to do honour, and express a dear affection 
to them ; and withal, to prepare and to excite the virtue of 
those that were to suffer afterward ; which latter end, without 
all doubt, was the most nccessory : but there being now so 
Uttle occasion for that, the piety of these prosperous times 
ran out more plentifully in doing honours to those champions 
of Christ, that had home the heat of the day, and left this age 
to enjoy that victory and sweet peace, wherewith God had now 
crowned his persecuted Church. 

And as this zeal was no more than what might he expected 
from human affection, rtused by Christian piety ; so if men 
enuld have told where to stop, it had been as much for the 
honour of Christianity, as the excesaes to which it grew after- 
wards, were a disgrace to it. 

From Constantine's cotning to the empire, to the reign of 
Julian, there passed above fifty years ; and, in this time, the 
reverence of the martyrs was grown to some excess beyond 
primitive examples : for it was not only thought reasonable 
to build churches over the sepulchres, but it should seem there 
were many that thought their prayers would speed the better 
for being made over the tombs of the martyrs ; and not con- 
tent with this, they began at length to search for their bones : 
and it grew to be the piety of this age to disturb the ashes 
of the dead, which it was the piety of the former ages to leave 
in their graves without disturbance. But as yet their prayers 
were directed to God only j we have yet no examples of calling 
upon suuts and martyrs. Julian himself, who aggravated the 



respect afaewn to the martyrs to the utmost, could not charge 
them with this ; and he very well understood tlieir practice. 
But, says he,* " since Jesus has said, that sepulchres are f^ll 
of uncleanuess, why do you call ntron God over sepulchres?" 
It is true he also charged them witn worshipping the martyrs, 
and upbraided them, that having forsaken the religious rites of 
of the Gentiles, they had gone over to the Jews, aud yet had 
not kept to their religion neither, which had beeu aomething. 
For, "then," says he,f "you would have worshipped one 
God instead of many, and not one man (Jesus), or rather many 
miserable men ;" meaning the martyrs. But this was only 
a spiteful construclion of the custom of Christians, in pay- 
ing their devotions to God over the sepulchres of the martyrs. 
Not long after Julian comes Eunapius, a most hitter wretch; 
by whose censures we may easily observe, that the devotion of 
Christians towards the martyrs was still growing to a gr&ttfft 
hei^t. I perceive he is cited both by Protestants and PapistB ; 
by Protestants, to shew the heg^nings of that superstition we 
complain of; by Papists, to shew that the invocation of saints, 
and the worship of relics, was at least so ancient. This 
infidel, speaking of monks (a sort of men which this age first 
brought forth) says, that theyj " heaped together bones and 
skulb of men that had been punished for many crimes, hold- 
ing them for gods ; aud prostrating themselves before such 
as had been chastised by order of Uie courts of justice ; and 
believing the better of themselves for being polluted at their 
sepulchres. So that they who were but mere slaves, and those 
none of the best, hut soundly lashed, aud carrying still the 
scars and marks of their villany in their very ghosts, are now 
called martyrs, and made the ministers and messengers of 
prayer to the gods." Thus did the base villain reproach 
the blessed martyrs of Jesus, in contempt of the monks, 
and indeed of all the Christians in those times. For 
though it should seem that the trade of relics was chiefly 
driven by the monks ; yet it is evident, that great account 
was made of relics in almost all places ; which, together with 
daily resort of devout Christians to the memories of the 
the martyrs, gave occasion to this infidel thus to upbraid them : 
for no man will beheve all to be true, which he here charges 
even the monks with. A malicious enemy always says the 
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vrorst that he has any colour or pretence to say : and if such 
occaaons and pretences had been tSforded hy the ancient Chris- 
tians, as by these, we should certainly have heard the same 
objections from Lucian or Celsua, or some one Pagan writer 
of those times, who were aa able, as spiteful, and vigilant ad- 
versaries as Julian and Eunapius. 

£ut whereas Eunapius pretended, that these monks called 
the martyrs, " ministers and messengers of their prayers ;" he 
might possibly have no other reason for it, but the common 
observation, that Christians went to the sepulchres of the 
saints, there to make their prayers. For although they , 
directly applied themselves to none but God, when they were i 
there ; yet the choosing of those places for their devotions, 
especially with a profession of hoping to speed the better for 
so doing, was occasion enough to Eunapius to say, that they 
made the martyrs, "the ministers and messengers of their 
prayers." But for ought any man can tell, Eunapius might 
come to understand that these monks did, what I question 
not was the custom of some Christians towards the latter end 
of this age ; that is, that they called to the martyra at their 
memories, as if they were present there ; of which I shall give 
a farther account in its proper place. It is certain, that many 
miracles were said to be done upon prayers made where the 
relics of the martyrs were ; that is, at their memories. 

And some thereupon believed, that they were done at their 
intercession, and joining their own prayers with the prayers of 
the Christians that came thither. In which they were more 
confirmed by some confident reporters of visions and appari- 
tions of the martyrs* to those that had obtained their suits. 
Now of those who beheved the martyrs were within hearing, 
it is very likely that some called to them with an ora pro 
nobis; and then no wonder that Eunapius charged the monks 
with raiting for dead men's bones, and making dead men the 
messengers of their prayers. 

Aa for the miracles said to be done in those times, they 
are urged by the Romanists as an invincible argument of God's 
approving the honour that was given to the saints and their 
relics, in that age of the Church. But I wish they would 
attend to what St. Augustine says, who, after a pretty lai^e 
account of miracles that were wrought in his time, and some 
too at the memories of martyrs, plainly says, that whether 
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they were wrought by the muiistry of martjrB or angels (for 
that Jie knew not), tliey were wrought to give lestiuiony to 
that faith,* for wliich the martyrs ilieJ ; awl patticukrly to 
the resurrection of Christ, and to our resurrection at the last 
day. There is oo reason to suppose that eveiy circmnatance 
of the dtTOtion of ChristiaDs that received miraculous relief, 
must he attested by those miraeles which God wrought in 
farther confinnatian of the truth of Christianity. God has 
made use even of nicked men for the working of miracles ; 
and 1 cannot understand why a nuroclc may not be wrot^bt 
in behalf of a sincere man, without approving liis weakness, 
any more than the other's wickedness is approved by God'a 
making use of him to testify the truth. But I would he con- 
tent to let tbem use this argument for miracles without con- 
tradiction, if they would extend it no farther than in favour 
of that use of relics, which we yet meet with. In the fourth 
age they ransacked all places for them, and when, as tiiey 
thought, they had got them, they put them in fine linen, or 
in curious bosea and repositories, and laid them up in the 
Church. But whaterer good they expected Irom these trea- 
sures, they did not yet worship tnem ; they did not incense 
them, and expose them to receive the adorations of the people. 
VipIantiuB, it aeems, had asked, with some derision, "Why 
doat thou kiss and adore a little dust put up in fine linen V 
To which St. Jerome.f that went as high as any in the age for 
honouring relics, answered, " Who, thou giddy-braioed 
man, ever adored the martyrs ? Who has taken a mau for 
God?" Indeed St. Jerome thought that holy relics made the 
Tery devils roar with pain ; hut yet he did not think that they 
were to he adored.J uo not the martyrs themselves, but God 
only. We could wish that all superstition were banished from 
amongst Christians; hut if the Church of Some would be 
content with such things as St. Jerome5 blames in some " ally 
men and religious women, that hod a zeal, but not accordii^ 
to knowledge, me. burning wax candles by day hght, in honour 
of martyrs," we would be content too ; for these are tolerable 
faults, and such as should not break the peace, though tiiey 
were better mended. I would say to any contentious man, 
what St. Jeromell said to Vigilaulius, " What dost thou lose by 
it," if others are a little fooHsh? 




PSAYEKS TO SAINTS AND *NGEL3. 

' 1 confeBs, I should beg of these gentlemen, for the honour 
I (if fflir religion, and of the testimony of miracles, not to pre- 
tend the miracles of the fourth and fifth ages, as a. testimony 
to eyery punctilio of honour done in those times to the re- 
lics of the saints, and to the opinion which some conceited of 
them. And as I said before. It would be more discreetly done 
ta let those miracles go, as St. Austin did, for a notable confir- 
mation of the truth of that religion for which those martyrs 
died ; by whose dead bodies God was pleased to do some 
wonderful things. But it is by no means advisable to stretch 
them in favour of some other things ; whereof the lighting of 
candles for the martyrs may go for one, and the unwillingness 
of soine of them to build churches, unless they could get 
relics to lay there, for another ; and the scattermg of reUcs 
in Uttle pieces up and down, may pass for a third ; and stealing 
them, for a fourth ; which, I know not how, came to be ex- 
cused at least, as an efiect of great and religious zeal, by some 
men of no mean note. I do not thiuk such things as these 
are very easy to be defended ; and therefore it were much 
better that miracles were not brought in to justify them. But 
least of alt should they be urged in favonr of that kind of 
worahip, which the Church of Rome now gives them ; and 
not only to the bodies, bones, or ashes, but to the girdles, 
slippers, and Uttle utensils of the saints and martyrs ; which 
kind of things anciently were not thought of. God wrouRht 
miracles by l^e hands of St. Paul, and the rest of the Apostles, 
wheu they were ahve. Now if we had their bones, or some 
pieces of them, and God should be pleased to work miracles 
by them still, there would be, I am confident, uo more reason 
upon this account to give their rehcs any religious worship, 
now the Apostles are dead, than there was to worship the 
Apostles themselves upon the same account, when they were 
alive. Moreover, God wrought miracles by the Brazen 
Serpent ; and yet wheu the people had faltcD to bum incense 
to it, it was broken to pieces, to his great honour, who opposed 
a zeal with knowledge, to the blind zeal of the people. 

But to deal freely, I am not fully satisfied that these mi- 
racles, by the bodies of saints and martyrs, were hail' so fre- 
Suent as the noise that was made of them in this age, or iu 
ae next, would make us believe. I more thou fear, that those 
times were too credulous, or that the writings of those Fathers 
have met with more foul play than has been yet discovered, 
though no small discoveries of that kind have been made §ince 
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the Befonnation. It is some prejudice against the credibility 
of those relatioDS, that in the three first ages we bear uothini; 
of miracles wrought by lelics ; which we are not to wonder at, 
becauoe they lay quiet in their graves ; aiid the ancient Church 
was so little concerned in this religion of relics, that the bodies 
of martyrs that suffered under Diocletian and Liciniua,* 
that is, at the end of the third, and the beginuiug of the 
fourth age, lay undiscovered, tUl chauce or pretended re- 
velations brought them to Ught ; which is a manifest argu- 
ment, that the ancient Church knew nothiug of these matters, 
and that they had their beginning in the declension of the 
fourtb Hge. Again, if the bodies of martyrs ordinanly dis- 
covered themselves by a gift of miracles, I wonder how it 
came to be so ordinary a thiug to counterfeit relics, as it was. 
For who would dare to put off the bones of a malefactor, for 
the hones of a martyr, if it was known that true reUcs would 
diftiuguish themselves from false, by true miracles ? And 
yet St. Austin himself complains of a multitude of cheating 
fellows in his time,+ "that were Bcattcred up and down in the 
habit of monks, wandering about from province to province, 
sent no whither, fixed no where, staying no where ; some (^ 
which professed the trade of selling the bones of martyrs, if 
you will believe they were martyrs' bones." It would require 
a volume to shew tne boldness that was taken in atler times. 
God has given to a man but one head, and one pair of bauds ; 
but the reli^on of relics has found more than one a-piece for 
many of the saints and martyrs : and when they all work mi- 
racles, I must needs believe that some of them are counterfeit 
miracles ; and if I can yet discern no difference, I would 
know why they should not all go for counterfeit. For when 
God works miracles, they are too plain, for the most part, to 
be denied, even by those whose interest it is to deny them. 

But when I consider St. Chrysostom's judgment in the case, 
I must confess myself to be under a mighty prejudice against 
the credibility of most relations of this sort that went m that 
age. I well remember that he somewhere gives express 
caution against listening after miracles : but in one place, never 
to be forgotten, very pertinently to the occasion of bis dis- 
course, he argues in tbia manner jj "Because now there aia 

' Ambros. de Eihort. od Virg. [vol. 2. p. 277, &c. Ta. 1690.] Sozom. 
lib. 9. c. 2. [p. 366. Cantab. 1730.] 

t Aug. de Opere Monach. c. 28. [ut supra, vol. 6. p. 498.] 
J Chrya. Horn. 6. in 1 Cor. ii. [toI. 10. p. 45, IG. Per. 1732.] 



no miraclea wrought, do not thoii take this for an argument, 
that none were wrought then (in the Apostlea' dajs): for 
then it was profitahle that they should be wrought ; but now it 
is profitable that they should not be wrought." But how, 
says he, " does it eome to pass, that signs should be profitable 
then, and not so now?" Then he shews, that the continu- 
ance of miracles would lessen the rewardahleness of faith ; and 
" for this reason," says he, " they are not now wrought. And 
that this is the truth, you may see by what our Lord said to 
Thomas : ' Blessed are they that have not seen, and yet have 
believed.' By how much therefore a more convincing miracle 
is shewn, by so much is the praise and reward of fMth 
lessened : wherefore, if now also miracles were done, the same 
inconvenience would follow." Bnt for a farther answer, he 
adds. That although they had now no miracles, yet several 
predictions had been accomplished, winch waa a continued 
confirmation of the tmth of Christianity ; and moreover, that 
the good lives and eicamples of Christiana were now more 
necessary for the conviction of unbelievers, than miraclea : for, 
says he, " It ts the want of primitive sanctity, rather than of 
miracles, which makes men still remain in their unbelief." 

Which testimony of so judicious a man, is a plain ai^ument 
that miracles were at least very rare in his time ; and that 
every martyr's bones did not do the same wonders that Baby- 
laa's bones were said to have done in Julian's time. 

I may therefore be well excused, if I impute that noise of 
miracles, which was so lond in this and the next age, in great 
part to the credulity of the age, and to the difficulty of stand- 
ing against that torrent of zeal for the honour of the martyrs, 
which had carried most men already beyond the bounds of 
antiquity. 

What shall a man make of that story which St. Jerome 
teUs of Hilarion'a relics ? How Hesychius, a holy man, 
ventured his life to steal the body of Hilarion the monk, out of 
the garden of Cyprus, where he waa buried, to carry it to 
Palestine ; and how Constantia took it so to heart, that she 
died upon it. For this religions woman was wont, it seems, 
to watch whole days and nights at his sepulchre ; and for the 
helping of her prayers, to tidk vrith him aaif he waa present.* 
^ J sbould think it ia not much for the credit of religion, to 
it a holy man plundering a grave, and a holy woman 

' Hieioa. de nta UiJiJWQi*. torn, l.p, 98. Colon, [nt sapn, p. 40.] 



■l^teaking her heart for the loss of the body : but if wc must 
" '* e the story, miracles followed the stolen body ; nnd yet 
they tarried in the place from whence it was stolen : 30 that 
HesychiUB indeed, and they of Palestine, were considerable 
guuers; but Constontia was not so great a loser as she 
thought. For thus the relation goes on : we see to this day 
k wonderful contention between those of Palestine and those of 
Cyprus ; one pretending to his body, the other to Ins spirit. 
And yet in both places there are great miracles done every day, 
but more in the garden of Cyprus, and that perliaps because 
he loved that place beat. 

If miracles were done in both places, I am pretty well 
aatisfied that God did not thereby intend to demonstrate 
ather the clearness of Hesychius, or the discretion of 

L'Donstantia in this business, nor approve the violent passion of 

Plitiier of them for relics. I do not deny but they might both 
hf them he holy persons, but it was not for such things aa 
these ; and if this part of their story ha<l been omitted, their 
reputation for sanctity had lost nothing by it. What there- 
fore was it that God testified by these miracles ? I answer 
with all submission, that he testified the truth of that religion 
in which Hilarion died ; of that religion for which the martyrs 
died, the most holy religion which was first taught by Jesus, 
then by the Apostles, then by the primitive ages of Chris- 
tianity after the Apostles ; not of any sentiments or prscticee, 
which neither the holy Jesus taught, nor his Apostles ; and 
which the primitive Church was a stranger to. This I am 
sure I have learned from St. Austin,* in the place before- 
mentioned, who makes the testimony of those miracles that 
were wrought at the memories of the martyrs, to mm at nothing 
but the confirmation of the faith for which they suffered. And 
if I should say, that they who can be content with the old 
religion, may and ought to be content also witli the old 
miracles, I should say no other thing than what I could jnstiiy 
by his authority : and which is something more, that we are 
now to try doctrines not by new miracles, but by the ScrijK 
tnres, which we are sure deliver to us the will of God testified 

I by miracles. But if God is pleased to add new miracles, out 
r his abundant goodness, I do not doubt but such miracles 
re a confirmation of the old religion, as St. Austinf tells ub 
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those were, which God wrouglit at the memories of the 
martj-fs. But those miracles did by no means canoni2e the 
weakaeas of any holy person, in the matter of martyrs or 
saints, and relics j not the indiscretion of Heaychiua or Con- 
stantia ; nor did they give any authority at all to such 
examples. 

I suppose the gentlemen of the Church of Eome will grant 
this withont any trouble ; but I question whether they may 
not be displeased at the producing of this atorv, which, ^vithout 
any more ado, looks so like a satire upon the great author from 
wliom I bad it. But what a hard case is ours ! Monsieur de 
Means, and the pretended Cathohcs, think to bear us down 
(who honour the relics of the saints no otherwise than the 
truly primitive Church did) hy the authority of the later 
Pathera that lived towards the end of the fourth age. It has 
been often shewn, that the judgment and practice of that age, 
in the matter of rehca, is very different from what we now see 
in the Church of Rome. But the argument is still urged upon 
us, as if nothing had been said to it. What hare we therefore 
to do, but to shew, that so far as there is any agreement 
between the Cliurch of Rome, and that age of the Church in 
the use of rehcs, they should urge it very modestly, and with- 
out boasting. We do profess a reverence for those excellent 
men, as M. de Meaux* grants ; we acknowledge their sanctity 
and learning, and we praise God for the benefits which the 
Church hath received by their means. But we do not think 
their authority equal to that of the Apostles, or of the Fathers 
of the three first ages. And we are very sorry that the impor- 
tunity of our adversaries puts ns upon a necessity of coni'ess- 
ing, that these great men (as M. de Menux deservedly colls 
them) did, in the heat of their concern for rehca, sometimes 
say and do such httle things, as ]ilainly shewed they were hot 
men. We had been very glad, if our English Romanists 
would not have done this part of the controversy into English, 
nor obliged us to take off that veil a httle, wherewith we have 
covered the least commendable characters of these excellent 
men. Nay, we have that reverence for their sanctity and 
learning, that we are still very wilUng to believe their writings 
to have been corrupted in those places, which afford this kind 
of stories. And though St. Jerome alfirms, that he wrote 

e hfe of Bilarion ; yet I must confess, this is so weak a part 

• Eip. p. 
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of it, which I have menlioned, that 1 am BometimeB almost 
persuaded that somebody has been making bold to mend him. 
I an) sure there appears such a spunt of aupcrstition and cre- 
dulity in thc»e passages, at the end uf St. nilarioii's life — of 
GupersUtion in the persons spoken of, and of credulity in the 
relator — that St. Jerome la a great deal more beholden to 
them that cannot be satisfied they arc his, than to those that 

But to proceed : I have already observed that the affection 
of this age to the martyrs was expressed by a frequent and 
continual resort to their tombs or memories : and that when 
Christians obtained the deliverance or relief which they sought, 
it was believed to be in great part the effect of the martyrs* 
favour vnth God ; which in many persons grew into a peraiui- 
sion, that the martyrs were present at their* memories. And 
in this persuasion they were confirmed by apparitions, which 
were at least believed to be seen there, since it gave occasion 
to some questions then, and to a great controversy ailenrard, 
whether they were the souls of the martyrs, or whether they 
were angels that appeared. 

But the great questioD is, whether in those applications to 
the memories of their martyrs, they called upon God only, or 
the martyrs also. For here it is that the pretended Catholica 
must find colour of thus much antiquity, if any where. For 
their appeals to the apostrophes of some of the Fathers in 
their panegyrical oralions upon the martyrs, deserve no conn- 
deration. If indeed the faithful were wont to call upon the 
martyrs at their memories ; this has some appearance of an 
argument for the pretended Catholics. 

I shall therefore first lay down the fact, remembering all 
along that it is the duty of an honest man to deliver things as 
they appear to him, and not to attempt the defence even of 
truth, hut only with such arguments, as he is well satisfied of 
the truth of himself. But when the fact is stated, I shall not 
envy the best advantages that our adversaries can make of it. 

That account which St, Auatinf gives of the tailor that 
had lost his cloak, and went to the twenty martyrs to pray 
for another, has been often produced as a sufficient demon- 
stration that the practice of that age was to call upon the 
martyrs themselves. But to this it is answered on the other 
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side, that no more can be certainly concluded from hence, 
than that the tailor went to the memory of the twenty 
martyrs, and there prayed to God ; as it is eaid of others, that 
they* went to the memory of St. Stephen, and there prayed 
that God would give them what they wanted ; which is a 
defensible interpretation of such passages. For the appli- 
cation that was made to the martyrs by going to their memoriea 
or churches, and the hope of prevailing by their intercessions, 
did not necessarily imply any mvocation of the martyrs : but 
the supplicant believing them to be present at their memories, 
and to observe the prayers that were made to God there, might 
hope for the benefit ot^ their intercession, without speaking to I 
them. As for St. Anstui himself, what bis opinion was con- ] 
ceniing the presence of the martyrs, I shall shew in another 
place. 

But some of St. Chrysostom's homilies are produced with 
no Uttle assurance, to shew not only that the saints were 
invocated at their memoriea, but that he approved it too. 
And indeed St. Chrysostom's authority, in a doubtful manner, 
would bear a little boasting : that age did not afford a man 
superior to bim in true judgment, perhaps not his equal. But 
then it is but a fair request, that those homilies be not 
obtruded npon us for his, of which it is very doubtftd whether 
they be his or not r those, for instance, to the people of 
Autioch i the Greek copies whereof could not he found in an 
ancient library. I interpose this, not for the service of 
cause, hut for the honour of St. Chrysostom, than whom i 
man abounds more with exhortations to pray to God, upon 
such considerations as these : " Thou mayest always and 
incessantly call upon God, and shall meet with no difGcnlty ; 
for there is no need of door-keepers to introduce thee, irf I 
stewards or procurators, of guards or friends; but when thoU | 
comest by thyself, then will he most of all bear thee, even 
when tbon beseechest none else. We do not so effectually 
incline bim, when we entreat by others, as when we do it by 
ourselvcB."t How this can be reconciled with two or thre^ 
passages (which, if they be his, do manifestly imply hia 
approbation of calling upon the martyrs at their memories), 
I cannot for my part imderstand ; especially that in the con- 

* ViBam e»t ut iret ad nieiiiOTiaiD S. Stqihsni, et illlc qaantum poicet 
orarct, ut DeoB illi doret. De Civ. Dd, I. 22. c. S. [at suprs, vol. 7. 
|). G6B.] 

t Chrji. in * PmI. [ut supra, vol. S, p. 8 
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elusion of the homily upon Bemis, &c. which I ahall exuniiie 
hy ftud bye. For to avoid contention nbont tt mntter not 
necessary to the cause in hand, I will pro<«ed upon that testi- 
mony, as ii' it were St. Chrysoatoin's. But whatfver St. 
Chn-aoatom's opinion was concerning the thing itself, I think 
it cannot reaainably be denied, that we have his leatiinony 
that it was done: for describing the magnificence of the 
monuments of the saints, which were* " more splendid than 
the palaces of kings, not only for the greatness and beauty of 
their building, but which was more for the great resort of 
devout people thither;" he goes on thus : "for thither eren 
be that is clothed with purple, goes to embrace their monu- 
ments, and laying by his stateliness, he stands entreating the 
saints, that they woiud intercede with God for bira ; and he th^ 
wears a crown, desires the patronage of a tent-maker, and « 
fisherman who died long since.'' I cannot approve Chumier's 
rendering this place, who supposes the emperor is here brought 
inf not entreating, but only needing the intercession of the 
saints. Ilis criticism ia too Bubtle, and does not well accord 
with the place. But be that as it will, I must confess a few 
intimations of the fact will serve to make me conclude, that 
Tery many devout people did, besides their prayers to God, 
which they made at the memories of the martyrs, entreat also 
of the martyrs themselves the benefit of their intereessions to 
God for them ; and that because it was generally believed that 
they were present at their memories. 

For if such an opinion should prevail amongst any con- 
siderable nuntber of Christians any where, that the souls of 
martyrs or other sdnts, were to be conversed with m any 
certain place, where the people could come within their hear- 
ing ; it is hardly to be imagmed that all, or indeed the most, 
should restrain themselves trom going thither to desire their 
prayers. And their guides, who themselves believed the 
presence of the martyrs, would, in all likelihood, be more 
forward to commend than to reprove them for it, unless they 
should be well aware of the ill consequences it might produce. 
And therefore I do not wonder that this new conceit of the 
presence of the martyrs at their memories, should carry the 
Christians of those times thither very frequently, and many 
of them to desire the martyrs to pray for them. This per- 
niasion helped forward the devotion of the age, and was 
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apparently courteDanced by some of the Fathers, and it should 
seem was winked at by all, only St. Austin seemed to doubt 
of it, as we shall see presently. 

But St. Basil made no questiou of it, and therefore niani- 
feetly approved the practice that was grounded upon it. For 
thus he speaks concerning the memory of the forty martyrs : 
" Here," says he,* "a religions woman ia found praying for 
her children, and desiring a safe return for her husband that 
Is abroad, and recovery for her sick husband." And then he 
adds, " Let your prayers be made with the martyrs." I know 
this passage enforceth no more, than that the prayers made 
in those places to God, would excite the martyrs to join theii 
intercessions with those of the deTout Christian. And, 
perhaps St. Basil seems to approve this way, more than calling 
upon the martyrs themselves; because he says, "Let your 
prt^ers be made with (not to) the martyrs." But that some 
Christiana did speak to the marfyrs too, and were not reproved 
for it, is, I think, very plain, from what St. Basil says in his 
oration upon Manias the mailer : " You remember the mar- 
tji," says he, " as many of you as have enjoyed him in 
dreams ; as many of you as coming to this place, have had 
his help (owards your prayers; as many of you as having 
called to him by name,'f have found him present by his works ( 
as many travellers as he hath brought home again," &c. For 
here I cannot but think that Mamas'a being called by nam^ 
signifies more than a bare wish, that he would pray for those 
that are spoken of: especially considering how very natural 
it was for a belief of the presence of the umrtyrs in some 
places, to breed the custom of addressing to them, as a man 
would do to his friend that is within the compass of hearing : 
so that I will not go about to put any other constniction upon 
these words, than this plain one, that some of St. Basirs 
auditors had called to Mamas by name, to pray for them, and 
to assist them in the procuring of that which they had desired 
of God, or were about to desire of him. 

And here (to use the words of the excellent Bishop Usher) J 
" a man may easily discern the breeding of a disease, and as 
it were the grudgings of that ague, that brake out afterwards 
into a pestilential fever." 

« DaaU. ill 40 Martyr, [vol. 2. p. 218. Par. 1339.] 
t 'Oi/ouan aX^Biis. Baal. Homjl. 26 de S. Mam. [nt anpra, p. 
25D.1 
t Answer to Jeiuils' Challenge, p. 444. 
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I am not insensible what colours this plain and honest 
dealing may afforii to those of the Roman communion, who 
do not seek for truth, nor are willing that others should find 
it. WliBt will they now aaj^, hut that we begin to confesa 
" (he establishment of the inrocation of saints in the fourth 
age?" Monsieur de Moaux has said it already upon less 
occasion ^ven. But we cannot help it, if our concessions be 
misrepresented by the artifices of aome of them, and super- 
ficially looked upon by the rest. For my own part, I had 
rather another man should make a disingenuous advantage of 
my dealing truly in defence of the truth, than go about to take 
away from him the oecauon of using a pious fraud, by being 
guilty of a pious fraud myself. 

But 1 will now he bold to say, that there is so vast a difference 
between the practice of some Christians in the fourth age, who 
recommendea themselves to the prayers of the martyrs ; and 
between the invocation of siunta, which is now practised and 
contended for in the Church of Rome, that the allowance of 
the former will by uo means infer the latter ; the fore-men- 
tioned great man has shewn the diiference in several particulars, 
well worth every honest and prudent man's consideration, that 
desires to inform himself in this matter. And to* him I ahall 
the rather refer the inqubitive reader for them ; because I 
will here add two other difierencea, which may of themselvee 
be sufficient to shew, that M. de Meaux, who says we begin 
to acknowledge that the "invocation of seunts was established 
in the fourth age," would be very much beholden to us, if we 
should make such an acknowledgment : for when the truth 
comes to be understood, it amounts to this, and no more : that 
there were but some beginnings and steps made towards this 
practice, at the latter end of the fourth age i and that these 
beginnings were not then established neither. 

For first, the instances produced to shew, that devout 
people were wont to recommend themselves to the prayers of 
the martyrs, do generally shew that they did it at the respective 
memories of those martyrs, where the martyrs were believed 
to be within hearing ; which, as I shall presently shew, makes 
a great difference in the case. In the mean time, 1 do not 
assert that it was imiversally believed that the souls of the 
martyrs were present at their memories; for St. Austinf him- 
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self durst not affinn it ; and though he thought men fared 
the better for the prayers of the martyrs, yet whether they 
heard those who called t« them at theu" memories, or whcrevM 
elae they were thought to have appeared, he professed that it I 
passed the strength of his landerstaodmg; and this, althou^ \ 
he allowed greater privileges to the martyrs than to other 
saints. St. Austin could not digest an opinion, that St. Jerome 
indeed made no difBculty to admit, that a martyr could at the 
some time be hi places very distant front one another. He 
that will consult St. Jerome* about his reason, may find it in 
a little compass ; and when he has done, he will be satisfied 
that 1 do not forbear the mentioning of it for any disadvantage 
it would bring to our cause. But that which I at present 
assert, is this : that where we find the faithful desiring any 
rehef by the prayers of the martyTS (whether they prayed to 
the martyrs themselves or not), we still find them at the proper 
memories of those martyrs. Thus St. Basil, just now quoted : 
"You that coming to Tills place have found him an helper 
to your prayer." Thus St. Jerome also represents Constantia 
at the tomb of Hilarion, in the rektlon already mentioned. 
And thus St. Austin,f in that famous chapter of miracles 
done hy the memories of martyrs, where that reUef, which was 
supposed to be obtained by the twenty martyrs, was asked at 
their memory, and not at St. Stephen's ; as St. Stephen was 
supposed to help those that prayed at his memory. lu like 
maimer St. Chrysostom, who brings in the emperor doing 
that hononr to the Apostles St. Peter and St. Paul, as to stand 
entreatuig their prayera : St. Chrysostom, I say, introduces 
him to their monuments or memories ; where it was that this 
honour was done to them. And so in the oration upon Bemis, 
Prosdoce, and Domuina, we find this exhortation : " Let us 
not only upon this (anniversBry) festival, but upon other days 
also stick close to them, and entreat them that we may obtun 
their patronBge."J The same obscn'ation holds, if you go to 
the oration upon the Egyptian martyrs,§ and to that upon 
Ignatius ; and indeed it holds so generally, that it should in 
reason interpret any place that mentions invocation of the 
martyrs, where it is not evidently expressed that it was done 
at their memories i I mean, as I said before, their respective 

• Hieron. adv. VigUant. torn. 2. p. 158. [ut supra, p. 387.] 
» De Civ. Dei, lib. 22. c. 8. [ut supra, vol. 7. p. 668.] 
S Chrya. toiD. 5. Horn. 6f>. [ut Eupra, vol. 2. p. £45.] 
i Id. torn. 5. 
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memories ;* unless some other place lie lUatinttly mentioned, 
u ill tluit phce of St. Austin now refiirrLiI lo ; wliere the 
presenei! of the martyr, out of his memory, was supposed lo 
be witnessed by his appcariug or by his works. Uut this waa 
*eTy estraordinary. llie usual way of soliciting the prajera 
of a marljT, was to go lo hJs memory. 

The hardpst passage of all to be accouDled for by tliii rule, 
ia that of St. Ambrose.f where he tells the widows that the 
angels are to be ctitreated as well as the martyrs : for thoogh 
later times have found relicsof angels, yet they hadnoae then. 
The whole place is something ohscure, yet I will try to give 
the best account of it that I can. Ilia business wsa to per* 
Buade widows to continue unmarried ; and be tells them that 
by good works and deTotian they would gain the assistance 
and prayers of the apostles and martyrs, who would now 
help those who were not akin to them, as effectually as they 
helped their kindred by their prayers when they were upon 
earth. And then he has these words, " I would to God that 
there was somebody who could so readily pray for us! or 
indeed that vejy Peter who prayed for his wife's mother, and 
Andrew hb brother ; for then they were able to obtain for 
their kindred, now they can obtain for us and for alt." I can 
make nothing of this, hut that St. Ambrose was not sure St. 
Peter and St. Andrew were near enough to have their prayers 
desired, or to he spoken to ; though the best way to engage 
their prayers, and to have them near us, was to abound m 
aims and devodon. But then he adds : " The augels are to be 
entreated, who are given to us to be our guardians. The 
martyrs are to he entreated, whose patronage we seem to chal- 
lenge aiiter a sort, by having the pledge of their bodies. They 
can pray against our sins, who had washed away their own 
sins, if they had any, hy their own blood." So that the con- 
clusion seems to be this : that although the best way of en- 
gaging all the apostles and martyrs, was to abound in alma 
and prayers ; yet it would be very good also for every one to 
entreat his guardiaa angel to pray for him, and to desire the 
same of those martyrs, whose relics were a pledge of their 
nearness and presence. If this be not the meaning of St. 
Ambrose (for I do not love to be coaiident about the meaning 
of a place that is not very clear), I shall be glad to he better 



' Aug. de Cnia, obi Bupra. 
f AmbroB. de Mduis, torn. 
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inBtructed. If it be, tlxis ia a farther confirmation of what I 
have observeiJ, that the calling upon martvrs in thoae days 
went by their relics and memories. Aud by the way, tlufl 
single instance of advising to entreat the angels too, seems to 
proceed upon the common reason, vh. a supposition of the 
presence of those angels, that God had given for our guard. 
And it was a current opinion amongst some of the Greek 
Fathers (whom St. Ambrose studied and imitated very indus- 
triously), that every good man had his angel ; though I am not 
satisfied that any but St. Ambrose carried the opinion to thk 
conclusion, that men should entreat their angels to pray for 

So that notwithstanding the singularity of St. Ambrose in 
adrising to call upon angels, 1 see little reason why he should 
be thought to speak in this fashion, merely because he was in 
comparison but a novice in Christianity when he wrote this 
book. Towards the end of his life he seemed to be as fond aa 
ever he had been of the relics of martyrs, and very desirous to 
make his prayers over them, if Paulinus* may be believed ; 
who observed, that if the holy priest went to pray in a place 
at which he had never been seen to pray before, this was a 
token that he knew by revelation, the body of some martyr to 
lie hid thereabouts. So that although the bodies he then speaks 
of were soon translated into the Church of the Apostles; yet 
St. Ambrose would lose no time, but went forthwith to say his 
]>rayers to God at the places where they lay buried, and pro- 
bably enough to speak to them too ; believing that they were 
there near enough to observe and hear him, and tliat they 
would assist him with their prayers. 

Thus SoKomen tells us that Theodosiua going out of Con- 
stantinople, in his expedition against Eugenius, and coming to I 
the seventh mile, there prayed to God,t and likewise called to 
John the Baptist to help him.^ I shall not need to insist upon 
tlie difference of expression, praying to Giod, and calling to the 
saint, though several instances might be produced in favour of 
such an observation. For here also we find that the place 
where the Emperor^ prayed to God, and withal called upon 
the Baptist, was no other than that church which he had 
built for a memory of St. John Baptist, For it seemSj certain 
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tnonks of tht Mncedonmn heresy wer<.' said to have found tlw 
head of the Baptist at Jenisalem -, which a&er sereral removes, 
was at last brought hy Theodosiua to Constautinople, in the 
suburbs whereof he huried it, and erected a atatt^ly church 
over it : so that here the relics of the martyr were a pledge of 
his presence and patronage ; and here it was that Theodosins 
did not only pray to God. but called to the saint for his assist- 
ance too. Buffinua* indeed tells us that he sought help by 
the intercession of other saints ; but where was it? Not here 
at St John Baptist's memory; but where the reUes of the 
apostles and martyrs were kept, that ia, in other memories. 
But when the Emperor was come into Italy, and had the enemy 
before him in the field ; though we find that he prayed, yet there 
is not the least intimation of calling upon the Baptist, or upon 
any other s^nt there. It is only said that prostratiugf turn' 
self upon the ground he prayed with tears, and God presently 
heard his prayers. But though the victory was, without aU 
question, to be ascribed to God, yet Soiiomen relates a strange 
story, which he had taken, as it seems, upon conimon report, 
how the devil ascribed it to John the Baptist. For the same day 
that the battle was fought, amanposseasedbeingintheChuKi 
of St. John Baptist, was heaved up very high from the ground, 
and the devil tliat was in himj railed at the Baptist, and re- 

Eroached him for having lost his head. ; but yet could not for- 
ear confessing to him in this manner: "Thou overcomest 
me, and defeatest mv army." I confess I am apt to suspect 
foul play in this prank of the dcvU, if it were true ; and do 
believe that God ought to have had the glory, not a whit the 
less for the devil's giving it to the saint. But sneh kind of 
reports were made use of to confirm people in an opinion of the 
presence of the martyrs at their memories (for the devil's 
speaking to John the Baptist here, was his acknowledgment of 
it), and in the practice of making addresses to them there upon 
that account. 

Nothing yet appears to the contrary, but that they who 
thought the martyrs heard when they were spoken to, beUeved 
their presence to be limited to some certain places, in the com- 
pass of which they were within hearing. But I am not so 
vain as to undertake that there were none in those days who 

" Buffin. Hiat. lib. 2. c. 33. [p. 260. Basil. ]535.] 
t Sozom. lib. 7. c 2-1, [Ibid. p. 314.] 
J Soiom. lib. 7. c. 24. [Ibiil. p. 315-] 
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called upon the martyrs in all places indifferently. For while 
the great men of that age seemed to give a full scope to that 
strain of zeal towards the martyrs, which was now going for- 
ward ; it is to he feared rather (though uo such thing appears), 
that some of the people made uo difference between catling 
upon their martyrs at their memories, or anywhere else. And 
so it certainly was, when one of those sermons* was written 
that are falsely attributed to St. Ambrose, 

But it is enough tor my present purpose that the custom of 
calliDg upon the martyrs at their respective memories was as 
yet very notorious. Aud this indeed was the ground of that 
scoff of Vigilantius, for which St. Jerome chastises him so 
severely. t " What," says he, " are the souls of the martyrs 
therefore so foud of their own ashes ? Do they hover about 
them, and are always present with them, lest perhaps il' any 
one comes to pray they should be absent, and incapable of 
hearing him?" To the matter of which question St. Jerome 
was almost silent : but he lashes him for abusine and laughing 
at the rehes of the martyrs. The truth is, Vigimntiua had hit 
that popular opinion that the martyrs were very much present 
with their rehcs, and consequently, that the best way to be sure 
of them, was to go to the churches where their relics were, unless 
(which happened very seldom) they should discover aparticular 
affection to some other place, as St. Hilarion did to the garden 
of Cyprus, after his rehcs were stolen out of it. 

Now therefore, as the first addresses that were made to the 
martyrs, had not the nature of prayer or rehgions invocation 
in any other respect ; so neither in this, that they ascribed 
omnipresence to the saints or martyrs. For not onlv the 
beUei of that age but the practice of it too, in seeking the in- 
tercession of the saints, limited their presence to some determi- 
nate places, and generally to their respectiye memories. They 
that called upon the saints at all, didnot indifferently call npou 
them hi any place, hut (if we may gather the general practice 
from such particular instances as we have) they invocated 
them in some certain place only where they were thought to be 
within hearing. Nor can I find that they thought it reasonable 
to speak so much as to one saint at the memory of another ; 
hut rather to every saint at his own. 

Which makes the addresses of those times to the martyrs 

* Serm. de Feet. Nazsrii et Celsi. torn. 4. 
t Hieroo. adv. Vigil, ubi eupra. [p. 395.] 
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veiy dilTcrciit from the invocation of saints in tlie Charch of 
Rome, whith hath let her childrpn loose to call upon every 
Baiut in every [ilaee, as occasion requires ; anil has furnished 
them with litanies of supplication to all the »aints, to be used 
in all places of the world. 

He that cannot sw a wide difFerence between these two 
things, can see nothing. The first prai-tice of all, settingaside 
the Ul consequences of it, was (to say the worst of it) but a 
harmless superstition ; that is, when as yet the relics of the 
martyrs were entire, and there was but one memory to one. 
The next step indeed was somethiug dangerous, which began 
also m this age, and that was, allowing some of them several 
memories in distant places ; at c\ery one of which 1 heliere 
they were spoken to by some or other ; though it was yet 
pretty well that they confined them all within some bounds. But 
the last practice in an intolerable alTront to the Divine Majesty, 
hectuiae it does iu effect ascribe omnipresence to a creature. 
The progresa of the mischief from so small a beginning to so 
stTUige a conclusion, was plainly this. By dispersing the 
relics of the same martyrs into two or more, and at len|^h into 
■.oany places, their memories were by degrees strangely multi- 
plied; and that, to speak the truth, not inconsiderably in the 
next age, as appears by Theodoret ;* and so by degrees they 
were allowed a greater, and by the help of new relics (when 
the old ones would bear dividing no longer), Btill a greater 
compass of presence ; till at last superstition and worldly 
policy together would not allow any bounds at all to be set to 
their presence, but would have them called upon no less than 
God in all places whatsoever. 

This account of the latter practices of the fourth age in this 
matter, and of the grounds of their practice, may perhaps 
deserve to be added to a great: many others ; whereby the dif- 
ference of the addresses to the martyrs in that age, from the 
Koman invocation of saints, has been shewn. I shall say no 
more of it than that it may ajipear fair and reasonable to any 
man that shall take the pains to compare one thing with 
another. At least it deserves some consideration ; because, if 
the addresses that were made iu that age to the martyrs were 
limited to some certain places, it will destroy an appeal to that 
age for an invocation which is unhmited, and ascribes omni- 
presence to the saints. And therefore if in assigning this 

■ Theod. deCur.Gnec, Aff. L 8, de Mart, [vol.4, p, 90B. Bal. 1769.] 
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tliffereace, I have proceeded upon a mistake of tbe practice of 
that age, the gentlemen of the Church of Rome are concerned 
to shew it. And when they do, it will be my part to shew that I 
am not fond of a notion ; but can with more ease reject it, 
when it appears to he false, than I entertained it while it 
seemed to be true. 

But then, 2. Aa the addresses of the fourth age to the 
saints were not properly religious invocations, so neither were 
they established in the Church, There was no public rule or 
order for them, but they were wholly the effects of a private 
and voluntary zeal, encouraged by some of the guides of the 
Church, and perhaps coumvod at by all. They were, I say, 
the actions of so many single Christians, hi behalf of them- 
selves or their near relations, but no part of the established 
service of the Church. The Liturgies were evetvwhere still 
the same, and noue but God was called upon in the service 
performed at the religious assembhes of the Church. If the 
pretended Catholics could shew a change in the service of the 
Church about this time, favouring the invocation of saints, 
that indeed were something. But then they must not refer us 
to the shameful interpolations of St, Chrysostom's, and other 
ancient liturgiea. It were an easy matter to be very large 
upon this head ; but for a reason I shall mention presently, 
we will for the present go no further than to St. Austin. For 
if his authority be of any weight with them, they will see, 
that whatever was done in the way of private worship by 
single persons, there was no change of the service of the 
Church in this respect, hut that God only was invocated in the 
stated assemblies of the faithful. Let us therefore hear what 
St. Austin says.* " The Gentiles," saith he, " have built 
temples, raised altars, and ordained priests, and offered sacri- 
fices to their gods. But we do not erect temples to our martyrs, 
aa if they were gods, but memories as to dead men, whose 
spirits live with God, Nor do we erect altars, upon which to 
sacrifice to martyrs, but to one God only do we offer, the God 
of martyrs, and our God ; at which sacrifice, as men of God, 
who in confessing him have overcome the world, they are named 
in their place and order ; but they are not invocated by the 
priest who sacrifices." 

St. Austin plainly speaks of the public service of the 
Jhureh, at the asaemblies of the faithful ; in which, if we wUl 
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tale his word, no addreases were made but to Qod only. And 
he expressly aaya, *' that the priest who admimBtered the ser- 
vice, did not iavoc&tc the martyrs, biit iinined them in order, 
na men that had overcome the world ;" that is. gave thanks 
and praises to God for them. And here 1 am much mistaken, 
or else there is an observable difference intimated between the 
voluntary addresses of single persons to the martyrs at theirme- 
mories, and hetneen the mention that nag made of the martyra, 
when the faithful assembled for the ordinary service of God at 
the same memories : for when, in voluntary and private devo- 
tion, the SMuts were spoken to, it was still at their respective 
memories ; but in the assemblies of the Church for divine 
Benice, they were indifferently mentioned in their place and 
order, at all the memories of the martyrs, but not mvocated. 
But that which I chiefly observe is this : that neither was the 
martyr, whose memory was the place of God's public serriiM, 
invocsted in the prayers of the Church ; so that even the ad- 



dresses of that age to a martyr, at his own memory, wi 
'■■ ireh; I 



^^^1 established by the order and service of the ChnrcK ; but left 

^^^V to the voluntary zeal of single persons. 

^^^^ And therefore those passages of this Father, referred to by 

r M. de Meaus, make nothing for invocation of saints. St. 

I Austin, it seems (though it was a singular opinion of his), 

■ thought "it an injury to a martyr* to pray for him, by whose 

^^^H prayers we ourselves are to be commended ;" and therefore the 

^^^1 martyrs were not mentioned in that place of the sen-ice, where 

^^^H " other dead persons were commemorated,'' vii. those ibr 

^^^H whom prayer was made. And says \>e,-y " at the holy table 

^^^H we do not so commemorate them, as wc do others that rest in 

^^^H peace," vh. as those " for whom we pray ; but rather as those 

^^^H that pray for us, that we may tread in their steps." Now 

^^^H though St. Austin was one of those that doubted whether the 

P petition of the faithful arrived to the knowledge of the mar- 
tyn; yet he doubted not that the martyrs prayed for the faith- 

L ful, which is all that can be proved from these places. But 

^^^H what is this to the invocation of them ? which St. Austin also 

^^^^L expressly denies, in saying " that they are not invocated by 

^^^^^ the priest who sacrifices." 

^^^^1 And here we must remember what the ancient Fathers 

^^^^1 meant by the "Christian sacrifice." Not only the oblation of 

^^^^1 bread and wine brought by all the people, and presented at 
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the holy table, with the prayers of the priest, nor only the 
consecration of those elements afterwards, to be the memorialB 
of Christ's body and blood, which they firat hud before God, 
and then distributed to the faithiiil ; I say, we muat remember 
that they did not only mean these visible sacrifices, bnt like- 
wise oil the prayers, praises, and thanksgivings of the Church, 
which were vocal sacrifices, together with " contrition of 
heart," and all "pious affections" answerable to the outward 
sacrifices ; by which the faithful offered up* themselves a 
sacrifice to God, This was " that reasonable service," and 
" unbloody sacrifice," ■which the priest, in behalf of all the 
people, solemnly ofiered up to God. So that St. Austin's 
meaning is this ; that the faithful being assembled at the me- 
mories of the martyrs for divine service, the martyrs are not 
invocated by the priest in any part of the administration. 
And therefore the distinction of sacrificial and extra-sacrificial 
prayers will not avoid this testimony, since the prayers of the 
faithful, at their religious assembUes, were all sacrificial 
prayers, as being part of the Christian sacrifice. 

And 8t. Austin, whose testimony this is, did, in this notion 
of sacrifice, clearly follow the doctrine of the more ancient 
Fathers :t " Let ua observe," satth he, " that where God said, 
he would not have sacrifice ; there it is shewn, that he will 
have sacrifice. He willeth not the sacrifice of a slain beast, 
bnt he will have the sacrifice of a contrite heart." And after- 
wards he addeth these instances, as the ancients had done he- 
fore him, The Psalmist saith, " Offer unto God the sacrifice 
of praise, aud pay thy vows to the Most High, and call upon 
me in the day of tribulation, and I will deliver thee, and thou 
shalt glorify me." 

It is true, that he sometimes distinguisheth the " visible ob- 
lations" of the Church, from prayers and praises ; as where 
he argues, that the " visible sacrifices" J are to he offered up to 
God only, whose " visible sacrifice" we ourselves are io our 
hearts ; as in vocal prayer and praise we pray to God, and 

E raise him only, to whom we offer the devotion of the heart, 
ut though in that place he doth not coll prayers and praises 
" sacrifices," as he doth elsewhere very frequently ; yet even 
there he laketh it for granted, that when the faithful were as- 
sembled for praying to God, and praising him, they addressed 
themselves to none bnt to him. 

* Aug. de Civ. lib. 10. c. 6. [Ibid. vol. 7- p. 242.] 
+ Ibid. Ub. 10. c. 5. [Ibid. vol. 7- p. 241.] 
X Ibid, c. 19. [p. ass.' 
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It is SO plaiu, eveo from this Father, that the invocatioD of 
vartyrs aiid sainta, was no part of the aerrice of the Church, 

L that I have thought fit to iiisist only upon hie testimony; 
Mpecially unce M. de Mcaus has heen pleased to bring in the 

' words d1 the Council of Trent, explaining their practice iD in- 

I Tocating the saints : " Because," swth he, " the Council doth 
almost make use of the words of this holy bishop." Let ns 
first henr the words of the Comicil : " The Church does not 

I tSer sacrifices to the saints, hut to God alone, who has crowned 
n : the priest also does not address himself to St. Peter 
St. I'aul, saying, 1 offer up to you this sacrifice ; but ren- 

i dering thanks to God for their victories, he demanila theik 
ASaisTAKcE, to the end that those, whose memory we cele- 
brate upon earth, would vouchsafe to pray for us in heaven." 
Now let us hear the words of St. Austin, in tliat place to 

' which M. de Meaus refers. " But we do not appoint temple^ 

I priesthoods, holy rites, and sacrifices, to the martyrs, because 
not they, hut their God is our God. Indeed, we honour the 
memories of martyrs, as of holy men, S:c. But who of the 
faithful ever heard the priest, standing at the altar, though 
erected for the honour and worship of God, over the holy 
body of a martyr,* to say in the prayers, I offer sacrifice to 
thee, O Peter, or Paul, or Cyprian ; when at their memories it 
is offered to God, who made them both men and martyrs, and 
associated them to the angels in heavenly glory : that by this 
sdemnity we may give thanks to the true God for their vic- 
tories, and that wc, by renewing in ourselves the remembrance 
of them, may be excited, by imitating them, to strive for such 
crowns and palms as they have obt^ed,f the same true 
God DEiNO iNvocATED FOK OUR ASSISTANCE." It seems 
there is alniostno difference made by putting the saints instead 
of God. Let M. de Meaux lay his hand upon his heart, and 
tell us honestly for once, whether "eodem invocala iit avxilium," 
do not refer to the true God spoken of before, and not to the 
saints ? And if so, what is there in this passage of the " holy 
bishop," that makes for the invocation of saints ? 

And now M. de Meaux may go on as long as he thinks fit 
to make triumphs, upon our " acknowledgment, J that during 
the fourth centurv, the Church desired the prayers of martyra, 
aud honoured relies." For he goes on in this strain, in his 

■ Aug. de CJvitai. lib. 8. c, 27, [p..ai7.] 
I Eodcm invocnCo ia Aiuiliom. [IbiiLJ 
; FKBtoral Letter, [ut sapra,] p. 29. 
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late Pastoral Letter ; where he declaims so tragically against 
those that (if you will believe him) charge idolatry upon the 
" illustrious fourth age ; yea, that very age wherein the pro- 
phecies of the kingdom of Jesus Christ were accompUshed 
more manifestly than ever; when the kings of the earth, till 
then persecutors of the name of Jeaus, became, according to 
ancient oracles, hia adorers." My Lord the Bishop of Meaux 
knew when it was convenient to use the style of a perfect gen- 
tleman. But since he wrote his Exposition,* the case of 
some of his countrymen is something altered, though the cause 
be the same. Now the hlasphemies of the Protestants put 
him into fits of amazement, and he cannot tellf "what horror 
they are worthy of." But to do him right, he keeps true to one 
old principle, that will, I believe, be dear to him as long as he 
lives :X " Oiee more, my brethren, let us not dispute, let ua 
not run into controversy." No, by no means ; for it is much 
easier to declaim than to dispute ; to take things for granted, 
than to prove them ; and to make general flourishes, than to 
enter into esamiuation of particulars. What can be more 
easy than to exclaim in this manner ?§ " The Ambroses, the 
Augustinea, the Jeromes, the Gregories of Naziaiiien, the 
Basiliuscs, and the Chrysostoms, whom all ChrialianB have 
respected, even till now, as the doctors of truth !" But hold 
a httle ; if great names will do the business, let us see what we 
can do in this kind : " Can you endure, my brethren, those 
who have forsaken the Iren«euses, the Justin Martyrs, the 
Clemenses of Alexandria, the Tertnllians, the Origens, the 
Cyprians, the Athanasiuses, whom all Christians do pretend 
even now to respect as doctors of truth 1 Those, ray brethren, 
that were more ancient than the Ambroses, &c. and most of 
whom laid down their lives in a glorious martyrdom, which 
none of the others did. It is true, brethren, [| that some part 
of ' the prophecies' was fulfilled when the Empire took the 
Church into its ptotccUon ; but we do not find it was for&< 
told also, that the Christians of that age would he wiser 
or better than their forefathers. Does not M. de Kleaux 
tell us, ^ ' that Antichrist must come according to the 
predictions of the Apostles.' But when that happens, the 
times are not to be much the better for it. It was the admi- 
rable goodness of God to crown the Church at last with peace 
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and glory. But do not tliink the authority of that age is to be 
r^iarded the more, because it was illustrious fur the wealth 
and spleudour of thia world, lest, hy the same reason, you 
should iiudervalue the authority of the more aucieut ages, 
which were illuatrioug for nothmg but truth, aud godliness, 
and martyrdom ; which if you will do, my brethren, might we 
not well cry out, ' O prodigy, unheard of amongst ChnBtians 1' 
That we should begin to think it a better mark of a pure 
Cburch, to have it in lier power to persecute others, than to 
endure persecution herself after the example of Christ and 
his Apostles." 

It is an easy matter to requite a declamation. But would 
not tlie Bishop of Meaux say to this, that the Irenteuses, &c. 
do not condemn what is now practised in the Church of Rome ? 
So do vre say, that we are far from charging the Ambroses, &c. 
with idolatry ; and that the doctrines and practices of that 
age, with respect to the points that we are upon, are so vastly 
different from what we now see in the Church of Rome, that if 
the Church of Home be idolatrous, it does by no me^ns follow, 
that the fourth age was so. So that we must come to dis- 
puting at last, whether we will or no, if we talk of these 
questions to aay purpose. 

I have shewn the first steps that were made towards the 
invocation of saints, which I confess is an innovation main- 
tained by the (Church of R«nie, that of all the rest bids the 
furest for antiquity : because there was a certain address to 
inartyrs used by many Christians, and commended by some of 
the leathers towards the latter end of the fourth age, which 
looks something like it, till yon come near to examine the 
matter thoroughly. But then you may discern so considerable 
a difference, that it is a vain thing to pretend, that the invo- 
cation of saints, as now practised in the Church of Borne, was as 
ancient as the conclusion of the fourth age. And what we need 
to grant, is this : that those beginnings are so ancient, which 
first did give occasion to it, and which, with the help of igno- 
rance and superstition, did at length bring it into the Church. 

§.11. Hitherto the honour done to the martyrs, was that of 
founding churches upon their reUcs, and frequenting them 
both for the pubhc service of God, and for private devotions ; 
in which the martyrs themselves were sometimes called upon, 
as if they were present at their memories. But this was none 
hfjbre their images came to be set up in the Church so much 
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as for ornament, and long before they were thought of for 
worahip. We have already noted the act of Epiphanius, in 
tearing down the picture of Christ, or some saint (for he 
knew not well what it was), which he found upon b. veil : an 
aet of indignation so much the more remarkable, because the 
church where it was done was in the diocese of John bishop 
of Jerusalem ; to whom therefore* EpiphaniuB thought fit to 
give an account of it in that epistle which is to be seen in St. 
Jerome's works : and the reason he giTcs for what he did is 
as remarkable as the action was. " When I saw this in a 
church of Christ, that the picture of a man should be hanged 
up there, against the authority of Scriptures, I tare it," &c. 
And again, " I entreat thee to command the presbyters of that 
place to provide for the future, that such veils, bemg contraiT 
to what our religion allows, mav not be hanged up in the Churcn 
of Christ." 

But aa for the images of martyrs and saints, why should I 
go about to prove, that they were not yet brought into churches, 
when the pretended Catholics are fain to give reasons why they 
were hardly to he met with amongst Christians, even out of 
churches. Petavius escuseth the matter thus: "The images 
of Christ and the saints were not used, lest they should be 
taken by the rude and unskilful people for idols, to wliich they 
had been accustomed." And afterward: "Images are not 
evil of themselves, nor forbidden by any law of God ; never- 
thelesBi that no shadow of superstition and idolatry might 
give offence to the tender, and, as I may say, the unsettled 
minds of Christians, and that the Gentiles might not object to 
those of our religion, who abhorred idols, and dissuaded men 
from them, that themselves also had certain images of their 
own ; it is likely they were but sparingly used for about the 
first four ages ; all which time, the abominable worship of 
devils in idols, together with a most cruel vexation of the 
Christian name, went on. At length the fifth age being come, 
after that the Church had gained her freedom, and began 
boldly to stretch forth her arms, images began to appear in 
most places, and were shewn in temples and oratories ; whereas 
hitherto, though they had been in some use, yet they were 
not to be seen so promiscuously and frequently." In good 
time I But if such a man as Petavius could have shewn any 
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aae of images all this while, that any art conld draw to hia 
purpose, he bad DOt served tlie cause with this luiserable 
acconnt of the late setting up of images. Witli the like to 
which SalmerOQ satisfied hLmsetf, as to tlie silence of the 
Scriptures about the worship of saints, as we have already 
seen. Now to make this appear likely, he insists upon it, that 
the ancients disputed against the temples and altars of the 
heathens ; though when peace and liberty was giren to tlie 
Church, the Christiana bad magnificent churches and altars 
of their own. But nothing can be more Tain ; for from the 
first the Church bad its altars or holy tables, and its holy 
plsces too, such as the times would permit. Aiid therefore 
this instance doth not reach to the case of images, which they 
had not. But where the state of the controversy lay between 
the Christians and the heathens about temples and idtars, and 
what was the difference between the one and the other, is too 
long to insert here ; and therefore I refer the reader to Mr. 
Mede's Discourse concerning Churches, Par. 1 . Book '2, where 
h is handled with exquisite diligence. 

But if Petavius'a reason hath any probability, why were 
not images brought in presently upon Constantine's coming 
to the empire, at least afler the death of Julian? For then 
the Chnrch enjoyed peace and power ; unless it were to be 
said, that by stepping boldly into that practice (as soon as 
they had gained power), which they bad utterly condemned in 
then" distress, they knew that they should bring the reproach 
of insincerity upon their profession, and that therefore it was 
more advisable to step into it by degrees. But he that can 
believe this of the ancient Church, must not pretend any great 
reverence for it. 

But whereas Petavius thought this to be the likely reason, 
why we hear not of images so long together, vie. that ic would 
furnish the heathens with objections : 1 shall not fear to oppose 
tliis conjecture with another, and to say, that it is more likdjr 
and credible, that if the ancient Fathers had thought it lawml 
to bow down to images, and to worship them, they would have 
brought this practice in with one consent ; and that because 
the Gentiles had been accustomed to the worshipping of 
images : for it is incomparably more easy to brbg men from 
worshipping some images to worship others (as the Jesuits 
know by experience), than from worshipping images, to worship 
none at all. Nay, it is yet more likely that images were 
brought into several churches in the fiilh age, in compliance 
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with the inclinations of many of the Gentiks ; who, now the 
Church shincd with the glory of the world, thronged into it, 
before they had worn off their superstition and fondness of 
images ; and that the reason why it was done no sooner, was 
this ; that the zeal of the ancient Church against images being 
yet fresh in the minds of men, must needs hinder their coming 
into any use immediately, and leave it to be a work of some 
time. And it is not unlikely that Petavius himself was well 
aware of these things, for otherwise he wae not likely to con- 
fess, that in " this controversy about images, we are not to 
have regard to the examples and orders of the more andeat 
Church, but rather of later times ;" which is in more civil 
terms, to confess it was an iunoTatiou ; for surely this learned 
Jesuit knew better than to say, that in a controversy about 
the antiquity of worshipping images, we ought rather to regard 
later times than the ancient Church. 

But they that will find Church-authority for image-worship, 
must go down yet lower, even beyond the fifth, sisth, and 
seventh ages of the Church. Pictures were in the fifth age 
brought into divers churches, for ornament and instruction. 
The histories of the Old and New Testament, and at length 
the passions of martyrs, and the stories of saints were to be 
seen upon the wails of churches, indeed when the seventh 
age was now coming in, wo find the people of Marseilles began 
to worship images ; which Serenus" their bishop discerning, 
broke them down. Which breaking of them, Gregory the 
Great disallowed, because be thought images were instead of 
hooks to them that could not read ; but the worshipping of 
them he disallowed as much as Serenus. It is likely enough, 
that some unwarrantable regard to images began about the 
same time to obtain in other places : for in the seventh age 
there were warm controversies about it, which grew to such 
a heat in the reign of Leo Isanrus, that he commanded the 
images to be broken down. But superstitiou had gotten such 
a head, that this would not do ; for his sou Constantine was 
forced to call together a Council (which consisted of 33S 
bishops), to put an end to those troubles, if it might be done. 
And they did their parts effectually ; for they did not only 
decree against the worshipping of images, but the retaining 
of them. Now thirty years after this, towards the end of the 

" Greg. lib. 9. Ep. 0. ad Serenum. [lib. U. Ind. 4. Ep. 13. p. 1100. 
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eighth age, another Coundl waa assembled at Nice, by tlie 
promotion of the Empregs Irene ; in whieh imagc-trorship waa 
stoutly maintained, but with such kind of arguments, that if 
I were for the worship of images, I should be very well con- 
tent to lose the advantage of the Council's authority, provided 
I might never be reproached with their reasoning. The cause 
was upheld by Adrian 1. then Bishop of Rome, who sent the 
acts of this second Niccne Council to Charles the Great. 
Charles calls a Council of Italian, German, and French bishops 
at Frankfort, in which it was determined against the Con- 
stantinopolitan Council, that images might be retained ; and 
smartly concluded against these Nicene Fathers, that without 
impiety they could not be worshipped. It was unlucky, that 
the late beginning of antiquity for the worship of images, 
shoidd be discredited by such an authority, and robbed of all 
pretence to universality. And therefore Petavius, as othera 
had done, comforts himself with that vain pretence, that the 
Council of Frankfort* understood not the sense of the Nicene 
bishops. It is a vain pretence, because the acts of the Nicene 
Council lay before the Fathers of Frankfort. But the Nicene 
doctrine was condemned about thirty-two years after this at 
Paris, and was indeed generally opposed in the Western 
Churches. So that it seems there is some reason why image- 
worshippers should not regard the examples and conBtitntionB 
of the ancient, but rather of the latter times of the Church. 

But when began the worship of the blessed Virgin ? And 
why hare we forgotten her all this while ? Even because the 
Fathers forgot her first. It ia true, we find in Gregory 
Nazianzen's+ Oration upon St. Cypriau, the story of JustisK 
the virgin, cidling upon the Virgin Mary to defend her against 
the unchaste designs of Cyprian ; who, if we may believe the 
tale, was once a conjuror at Antioch, &c. But by St. Cyprian's 
life, written by Pontius bis deacon, it is evident that tins story 
ia void of aU circumstance of truth. | Baroniua himself con- 
fesses as much : and by the endeavours that have been used 
to mend the tale for the credit of Gregory Nazianzen, it ia 
plain, that there ia no remedy, but it must go for an inexcusable 
business ; and therefore, if ever there was cause from the 
matter of a writing imputed to a man of great name and 

• PeUv. Dog. Tb. torn. 5. Pw. 2, lib. 15. 
t Greg. Nai. Oral. 18. lorn. 1. [vol. 1. p. 279. Par. 1630.] 
t Bar. A.D. 350.N.5. [ntBupra,p. 564.] See Daillede Object. Cnltqs, 
p. ai, Sic. [Geaev. IGG'l.] 
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authority, to conclude it is none of his, this equity is to be 
shewn to Gregory NaziEinzea ; it being incredible that a man 
of his worth and abihties should either invent such a lie, or be 
made to believe it. I confess it is hard on the one hand, to 
believe that this story should be so dexterously shufiled iuto 
Nazianzen's Oration, that the impostor was never discowred ; 
yet, on the other hand, it is hard to believe that such a man 
as he should lend his behef and his breath to so absurd a 
fable. 

Epiphanius* also tells us of some Arabian women that 
worshipped the Virgin Mary, by laying a cake before her for 
some days, aod offering it up to her, and then eating it 
amongst themselves. But that which he says upon this 
occasion is by no means for the comfort of her worshippers. 
"Let us," saith he, "put on the spirits of men, and beat 
down the madness of these women." I know it wiU be said, 
that this reproof of those that sacrificed to the blessed Virgin 
reaches not those that do not sacrifice to her, but worship 
her without sacrifice. But I am sure Epiphanius makes no 
such distinction ; " for," says he, " who of the prophets ever 
allowed that a man should be worshipped, much less a woman ? " 
If it was the doctrine of those times, that the blessed Virgin 
was more glorious than the cherubim and seraphim, Epiphanius 
did strangely forget himself and the person he was speaking 
of, when he supposed a man might rather be made an object 
of rehgious worship than a woman, though the blessed Virgin. 

For thus he goes on : "Though the Virgin be a chosen 
vessel, she is yet but a woman. — The old error shall not 
rfeign amongst us, to leave the hving God, and to worship 
things that he has made ; for if he will not suffer the angels 
to be adored, how much less the daughter of JoachJnt and 
Aune, who was horn to them as other mortals are born, &c, 
of a father and mother." If the Virgin had then been invo- 
cated with prayers and hymns, is it to be thought that 
Epiphanius,"!- who in the foregoing discourse raised the honour 
of the Virgin as high aa truth wonld suffer him, woidd not 
have said it there, or distinguished it from sacrifice here T 
He sajB, indeed, " Let Mary be honoured ; hut let the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost be adored." But if it had been 

- Epiph. Hieres. 79. Ub. 3. lorn. 2. adv. Collirid. [»ol, 1. p. 1058. 
Colon. 1683.] 
i Husr. 78. adv. Antidicora. 
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then as it is now, Epiphanios could not hare ayoided saying, 
** Let Mary be worshipped with religious invocation indeed, 
but let God only be worshipped with sacrifice." But does he 
intimate any thing of this nature ? Nay, he does as plainly 
exclude all reUgious worship of her, as it was possible to 
exclude a thing which had not then obtained in the Chun^. 
** For," says he, " God did not commit the power of baptizing 
to Mary, or of blessing his disciples, or any authority upon 
earth. This only he vouchsafed to her, to be a sanctified 
creature, and worthy to enter into his kingdom.** But if she 
had been then adored in any sort, and Epiphanius had 
approved it, he was strangely forgetful of the duty of a good 
writer, not to mention it in this place at least, where the 
plain rules of discourse obliged him, and would have led him 
to it. All which makes it evident that we are to take worship 
or adoration here in the proper sense of the word, and not for 
visible sacrifices only. And the whole place is the mofe 
unlucky to the worshippers of the blessed Virgin, because no 
comfort is to be had from that expression of honouring* her, 
which Epiphanius requires we should do. For that by this he 
did not mean any religious worship is, I think, reasonably 
plain, from what he says concerning Eve in this very dis- 
course : ** Let our mother Evef be honoured, as being formed 
by God." I do not know that prayers are said to Eve in the 
Roman Church ; but I am confident Epiphanius was a 
stranger to any such thing in his time. So that if we examine 
these words of worshipping and honouring, as they stand in 
Epiphanius, never so long, they will confess this, and no more, 
that we must think and speak very honourably of Mary, as 
being a most holy woman, and the virgin mother of Jesus ; 
but that we must at no hand adore her with any sort of 
invocation or rehgious rites whatsoever. And so I shall con- 
clude this plain business with the words of Epiphanius^ 
*' Although Mary be excellently good and holy, and to be 
honoured, she is not yet to be honoured so as to be worship- 
ped." By which we may judge of the modesty or understand- 
ing of lum, whoever he was, that clapped the name of 
St. Epiphanius to that fulsome oration^ concerning the 
blessed Virgin, where the angels, cherubim and seraphim, are 
brought in adoring her, &c. 

As for what we have concerning the blessed Virgin in the 

* iv TifiTJ lOTb) Mapia. [Ibid. p. 1064.] t TtfidffOw. 

X De Laudib. Virg. Mar. torn. 2. Epipb. [at supra, vol. 2. p. 293.] 
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Liturgy, said to be St. Chrysostom's, and pretended to be 
translated by Erasmus, it is all manifest interpolation, being 
directly contrary to St. Chrysostom's doctrine in his undoubted 
writings. Could he that affirms, that if Christ were not by 
nature the Son of God,* he had been inferior to the angels, 
affirm also that the blessed Virgin (who is naturally no 
goddess) is " incomparably more glorious than the cherubim 
and seraphim ?" Or that she was imspotted, whom he plainly 
notes for ambition and desire for worldly glory,f and supposes 
to be checked by Jesus for it ? Concerning the blessed Virgin, 
and the privilege she had by being the mother of Jesus, they 
spake in those days as we of the Reformation now do. St. 
Chrysostora be witness for this, in the place last cited. "When 
thou hearest that woman saying, * Blessed is the womb that 
bare thee, and the paps that gave thee suck ;' and then him- 
self answering, * Yea, rather blessed are they that hear the 
word of God, and keep it :' do not think that these words 
argued contempt of his mother, but that he would shew how 
little it would profit her that she was his mother, if she were 
not exceedingly good and faithful. But if it profited Mary 
nothing at aU, that Christ was bom of her, unless she had the 
virtue of the soul, much less good will it do us, to have an ex- 
cellent father, brother, or child, whilst we have none of their 

virtue. For we are to place our hope of salvation in nothing 

next to the grace of God, but only in our proper good actions 
and qualities. For if that relation which Mary had to Christ, 
were a thing of itself profitable, the Jews had found it so in 
some degree ; for Christ was akin to them after the flesh ; and 
so had the city in which he was born, and so had his brethren. 
But whilst his brethren did just what they pleased themselves, 
the honour they had to be of akin to him profited them not at 
all ; but they were condemned with the rest of the world." 
A great deal more to this purpose you may find in this excel- 
lent Father, and that in the place by me cited ; by which you 
may see what the strain of that age was, as to the blessed 
Virgin, and how very unlike to that which was taken up in fol- 
lowing times ; some instances of which we have in Homilies 
falsely attributed to St. Chrysostom.J 

* £t dt x^P*''' ^(^Tiv vibg, ov fiovov oif dia^oputrepoCf iWd. jcat 
kXdrrijJv Iffriv ayykXwv. Chrys. in Hebr. c. 1. Horn. 2. [vol. 12. p. 20. 
Par. 1735. 

t Id. in Joan. c. 2. Horn. 20. [Ibid. vol. 8. p. 122.] 

X De uno Legislatore. In Samaritanam, &c. torn. 6* 
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then as it is now, Epiphanius could not have avoided sa3ring, 
** Let Mary be worshipped with religious invocation indeed, 
but let God only be worshipped with sacrifice/* But does be 
intimate any thing of this nature ? Nay, he does as plainly 
exclude all reUgious worship of her, as it was possible to 
exclude a thing which had not then obtained in the Church. 
*' For," says he, " God did not commit the power of baptizing 
to Mary, or of blessing his disciples, or any authority upcm 
earth. This only he vouchsafed to her, to be a sanctified 
creature, and worthy to enter into his kingdom." But if she 
had been then adored in any sort, and Epiphanius had 
approved it, he was strangely forgetful of the duty of a good 
writer, not to mention it in this place at least, where the 
plain rules of discourse obliged him, and would have led him 
to it. All which makes it evident that we are to take worship 
or adoration here in the proper sense of the word, and not for 
visible sacrifices only. And the whole place is the more 
unlucky to the worshippers of the blessed Virgin, because no 
comfort is to be had from that expression of honouring* her, 
which Epiphanius requires we should do. For that by this he 
did not mean any religious worship is, I think, reascmably 
plain, from what he says concerning Eve in this very dis- 
course : " Let our mother Evef be honoured, as being formed 
by God." I do not know that prayers are said to Eve in the 
Boman Church ; but I am confident Epiphanius was a 
stranger to any such thing in his time. So that if we examine 
these words of worshipping and honouring, as they stand in 
Epiphanius, never so long, they will confess this, and no more, 
that we must think and speak very honourably of Mary, as 
being a most holy woman, and the virgin mother of Jesus ; 
but that we must at no hand adore her with any sort of 
invocation or reUgious rites whatsoever. And so I shall con- 
clude this plain business with the words of Epiphanius ^ 
*' Although Mary be excellently good and holy, and to be 
honoured, she is not yet to be honoured so as to be worship- 
ped," By which we may judge of the modesty or understandr 
ing of him, whoever he was, that clapped the name of 
St. Epiphanius to that fulsome oration^ concerning the 
blessed Virgin, where the angels, cherubim and seraphim, are 
brought in adoring her, &c. 

As for what we have concerning the blessed Virgin in the 

* iv Tifiy iaro) Mapia. [Ibid. p. 1064.] t rifidffOw. 
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Liturgy, said to be St. Chrysostom'a. and pretended to bo fl 
translated by Ercisnius, it is nil manifest interpolation, being J 
directly contrary to St, Cbrysostom's doctrine in bis undoubted J 
writings. Could be tbat affirms, that if Christ were not by | 
nature tbe Son of God,* be bud been inferior to the nngel 
afBrm also that tbe blessed Virgin (wbo is naturally i 
goddess) is "incomparably more glorious than tbe cberubiis 1 
and Berapiiim ?" Or that she was unspotted, nbom be plainl]r« 
notes for ambition and desire for worltUy glory,t and supposes I 
to be checked by Jesus for it? Concerning tbe blessed Virgii^ J 
and the priritege she had by being the mother of Jesus, tiiej" J 
spake in those days as we of the Reformation now do. 
Cbryaostom be witness for this, in the place last cited. "When 1 
thou hearest that woman saying, ' Blessed is the womb that 1 
bore tbec, and tbe papa that gave thee suek ;' and then him^ ■ 
oelf answering, ' Yea, rather blessed are tbey that bear th« T 
word of God, and keep it :' do not think that these word* 1 
wgued contempt of his mother, but that he would shew how | 
little it would profit her tbat she was his mother, if she were -I 
not esceedingly good and faithful. But if it profited Mary 
nothing at all, that Christ was bom of ber, unless she bad lirb 
virtue of the soul, much less good will it do us, to hare an ex- 
cellent father, brother, or child, whilst we have none of their 

virtue. For we are to place our hope of salvation in nothing 

next to the grace of God, but only in our proper good actions 
and qualities. For if that relation which Mary had to Christ, 
were a thing of itself profitable, tbe Jews had found it so in 
some degree ; for Christ was akin to them after tbe tlesh ; and 
BO had the city in which he was bom, and so bad his brethren. 
But whilst his brethren did just what they pleased themselves, 
the honour they had to be of akin to him profited them not at 
all ; but they were condemned with the rest of the world," 
A great deal more to this purpose you may find in this excel- 
lent Father, and that in the place by me cited ; by which you 
may see what the strain of that age was, as to the blessed 
Vii^in, and bow very unlike to that which was taken up in fol- 
lowmg times ; some instances of which we have in Homiliw , 
lalsely attributed to St. Chrysostom.J 

• li li nopiri iariv iibs, oil iiivav ou ^la^opiirtpoEi liXXii calf 
iXdri-uiv i-jTiv AyykXvv. ChrjB. in Hebr. c. 1, Horn. 2. [vol. 12. ] ~" 
Par. 1735. 

t Id. in Joan, c, 2. Horn. 20. [Ibid. vol. 8. p. 122.] 

t De uno LegiBlatore. In Samaritanun, a«:. torn. 6. 
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then as it is now, Epiphanias could not have avoided saying, 
*' Let Mary be worshipped with religious invocation indeed, 
but let God only be worshipped with sacrifice/* But does be 
intimate any thing of this nature ? Nay, he does as plainly 
exclude all reUgious worship of her, as it was possible to 
exclude a thing which had not then obtained in the Church. 
*' For," says he, ** God did not commit the power of baptizing 
to Mary, or of blessing his disciples, or any authority upcm 
earth. This only he vouchsafed to her, to be a sanctified 
creature, and worthy to enter into his kingdom.*' But if she 
had been then adored in any sort, and Epiphanius had 
approved it, he was strangely forgetful of the duty of a good 
writer, not to mention it in this place at least, where the 
plain rules of discourse obliged him, and would have led him 
to it. All which makes it evident that we are to take worship 
or adoration here in the proper sense of the word, and not for 
visible sacrifices only. And the whole place is the more 
unlucky to the worshippers of the blessed Virgin, because no 
comfort is to be had from that expression of honouring* her, 
which Epiphanius requires we should do. For that by this he 
did not mean any rehgious worship is, I think, reascmably 
plain, from what he says concerning Eve in this very dis- 
course : " Let our mother Evef be honoured, as being formed 
by God." I do not know that prayers are said to Eve in the 
Roman Church ; but I am confident Epiphanius was a 
stranger to any such thing in his time. So that if we examine 
these words of worshipping and honouring, as they stand in 
Epiphanius, never so long, they will confess this, and no more, 
that we must think and speak very honourably of Mary, as 
being a most holy woman, and the virgin mother of Jesus ; 
but that we must at no hand adore her with any sort of 
invocation or reUgious rites whatsoever. And so I shall con- 
clude this plain business with the words of Epiphanius^ 
*' Although Mary be excellently good and holy, and to be 
honoured, she is not yet to be honoured so as to be worship- 
ped." By which we may judge of the modesty or understandr 
ing of him, whoever he was, that clapped the name of 
St. Epiphanius to that fulsome oration^ concerning the 
blessed Virgin, where the angels, cherubim and seraphim, are 
brought in adoring her, &c. 

As for what we have concerning the blessed Virgin in the 
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r Xdtui^, ssid to be St, Chrysoatom's, and pretended t 
' .tmnslated by Erasmus, it is all manifest interpolation, being 
"rectly uontrary to St. Chrysostoni's doetrine in his undoubted 
_ ritings. Gould he that affirms, that if Christ were not by 
^tore the Son of God,* he had been inferior to the angels, 
also that the blessed Vii^n (who is naturally no 
^ddeas) is "iucomparablT more glorious than the cherubim 
and seraphim 1" Or that she was unspotted, whom he plainly 
notes for ambition and desire for worldly glory.-f and aapposea 
to ht checked by Jesna for it ? Concerning the blessed VirKin, 
and the privilege she had by bemg the mother of Jesus, they 
spake in those days as we of the Reformation now do. St. 
Chrysostora be witness for thia, in the place last dted. ""When 
thou bearest that woman saying, ' Blessed is the womb that 
bare thee, and the paps that gave thee suck ;' and then him- 
self answering, ' Yea, rather blessed are they that bear the 
word of God, and keep it :' do not think that these words 
ai^ed contempt of his mother, hut that he would shew how 
little it would profit her that she waa bis mother, if she were 
Bot exceedingly good and faithful. But if it profited Mary 
nothing at bU, that Christ was bnm of her, unless she had the 
virtue of the soul, much less good will it do us, to have an ei- 
cellent father, brother, or child, whilst we have none of their 

Tirtne. For we are to place our hope of salvation in nothing 

nest to the grace of God, but only in our proper good actions 
and qualities. For if that relation which Mary bad to Christ, 
were a thing of itself profitable, the Jews had found it so in 
some degree ; for Christ waa akin to them after the flesh ; and 
so bad the city in which he waa born, and so bad his brethren. 
But whilst his brethren did just what they pleased themselves, 
the honour they had to he of akin to him profited them not at 
all ; but they were condemned with the rest of the world." 
A great deal more to thia purpose you may find in thia excel- 
lent Father, and that in the place hy me ated ; by which you 
may see what the strain of that age was, as to the blessed 
Virgin, aud how very unlike to that which was taken up in fol- 
'owing times ; some instances of which we have in Homilies 
Usely attributed to St. Chrysoatom.it 

ifrriv ayykXuv. Chj7». in Hebr. c. 1. Horn. 2. [vol. 1" 

t Id. in Joui. c. 2. Horn. 20. [Ibid. vol. 8. p. 122.] 
i De nno Leglslatore. In Samantinum, Jtc. torn. 6. 
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then u it is non, Epiphfuiiiis ciiul<) not have avoided SBjing, 
" Let Mary be wortihippcd uil.li religious bvocotion indnd, 
but let God only be worshippeil with ^scrifiec." But does he 
intimate any thing of this nature 1 Nay, he does as plainly 
exclude all rcUgious worship of her, as it was jiossible to 
exclude a thing which had not then obtained in the Cburcli. 
" For," ssya he, " God did not commit ihe power of baptiziag 
to Mary, or of blessing his disciples, or any authority upon 
earth. This only he vouchsafed to her, to be a sanctified 
creature, and worthy to enter into his kingdom." But if she 
had been then adored in any sort, and Epiphanius had 
approved it, he was strangely forgetful of the duty of a good 
writer, not to mention it in this place at least, where tile 
plain rules of discourse obliged him, and would liave led him 
to it. All whieb makes it evident that we are to take irorah^ 
or adoration here in the proper sense of the word, and not tor 
visible sacrifices only. And the whole place is the more 
unlucky to the worshippers of tbe blessed Virgin, because no 
comfort is to be bad from that expression of bououring* her, 
which Epiphanius requires we should do. For that by this he 
did not mean any rehgious worship is, I think, reasimab^ 
plain, from what he says concerning Eve in this very dis- 
course : " Let our mother Evef be honoured, as being fbnned 
by God-" I do not know that prayers are said to Eve in the 
Boman Church ; but 1 am confident Epiphanius was a 
stranger to any such thing in his time. So that if we examine 
these words of worshipping and honouring, as they stand in 
Epiphanius, never so long, they will confess this, and no more, 
that we must think and speak very honourably of Mary, as 
being a most holy woman, and the virgin mother of Jesus ; 
but that we must at no hand adore her with any sort of 
invocation or rehgious rites whatsoever. And so I shall con- 
clude this plain business with the words of Epiphanius: 
" Although Mary be excellently good and holy, and to be 
honoured, she is not yet to be honoured so as to he worship- 
ped." By which we may judge of tbe modesty or understand- 
ing of him, whoever he was, that clapped the name of 
St. Epiphanius to that fulsome oration^: concerning the 
blessed virgin, where the angels, cherubim and aeraphiro, are 
brought in adoring her, &c. 

As for what we have concerning the blessed Virgin in the 

■ iv Tifip ioriLi Mapia. [Ibid. p. 1084.] t ri/id(r9oi. 

} De Liudib. Virg. Mw. torn. 2. Epiph. [at mpra, vol. 2. p. 293] 



Liturgy, said to be St. Chryaostom's, and pretended to be 
transkted by Erasinua, it is all manifeaC interpolation, beiog 
directly contrary to St. Chrysostom's doctrine in his undoubted 
writingg. Could he that affirms, that if Christ were not by 
nature the Son of God,* he had been inferior to the angels, 
affirm also that the blessed Virgin (who is naturally no 
goddess) is "iueomparably more gloriona than the cherubim 
and seraphim ?" Or that ahe was tmspottcd, whom he plainly 
notes for ambition and desire for worldly gIory,+ and supposes 
to be checked by Jesus for it ? Concerning the blessed Virgin, 
and the privilege she had by being the mother of Jesua, they 
spake in those daya as we of the Reformation now do. St. 
Chryaostora be witness for this, in the place last cited. "'When 
thou hearest that woman saying, ' Blessed is the womb that 
bare thee, and the paps that gave thee suck ;' and then him- 
aelf answering, ' Yea, rather blessed are thw' that hear the 
word of God, and keep it :' do not think that these words 
argued contempt of his mother, but that he would shew how 
httle it would profit her that she was his mother, if she were 
not exceedingly good and faithful. But if it profited Mary 
nothing at all, that Christ was horn of her, unless she had the 
virtue of the soul, much less good will it do us, to have an ex- 
cellent father, brother, or child, whilst we have none of their 

virtue. For we are to place our hope of salvation in nothing 

nest to the grace of God, but only ui our proper good actions 
and qualities. For if that relation which Mary had to Christ, 
were a thing of itself profitable, the Jews had found it so in 
some degree ; for Christ was akin to them after the flesh ; and 
so had the city in which he was bom, and so had his brethren. 
But whilst his brethren did just what they pleased themselves, 
the honour they had to be of akin to him profited them not at 
all; but they were condemned with the rest of the world." 
A great deal more to this purpoae you may find in this escel- 
leut Father, and that in the place by me cited ; by which you 
may see what the atrwD of that age was, as to the blessed 
Virgin, and how very unlike to that which was taken up in fol- 
lowing times ; some instances of which we have in Homiliea 
falsely attributed to St. Chrysostom.J 



' El fi x^P""' iTiv viis, oil iiBfov ov liapapiiiTipac- 
kXarriuv iariv djyiXuv. ChrjB. in Hebr. c. 1. Horn. 2. [tol. 
Par. 1735. 

t Id. m Joan. c. 2. Horn. 20. [Ibid. vol. S. p. 122.] 
X He ono Logialatore. In Samuitanam, &c. torn. G. 
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In short, if we set aside spurious works, such as the sermon 
concerning (he Assumptiou of the blessed Vit^in, puhhsheJ 
in St. Jerome's works, and attributed by some to Sophroniui^ 
but was most eertainly written long after they were both dead; 
and the two prayers (attributed to St. Ambrose*) Prepara- 
tory to Mass ; in the second of which, God is desired (ac- 
cording to the genius of after-times) to " inspire the blessed 
Virgin first," and then the "Apostles," and then the " mar- 
tyrs and confessors," with the thought of " praving to God for 
the priest :" but the best learned amongst the Papists hare 
been ashamed to produce these pr^ers as St. Ambrose's, thev 
are so evidently supposititious. If we set aside also the book 
of Meditations, which the Latin rhymes that are in it convince 
of novelty ; the treatise of the Assumption, attributed to St. 
Austin, and the sermons under his name, upon the feast of the 
Annunciation, which could be none of his, because that feast 
was not then in being : and, in one word, all those writings 
which learned men of the Roman communion have confessed 



to be at least doubtful, though they had for some time gone 
under names of Fathers of the fourth age. Setting these 
aside, I say, we find hut moderate things spoken of the blessed 
Virgin. 

Aft«r all the pains that have been taken to make some of 
her Festivals ancient, it is more than probable, that as yet she 
had none ; and that the Fathers of the fourth age, who are 
cited for one or two of them, have been, without their couBcnt, 
made to speak the sense of after-ages, that were loath to be 
destitute of all pretence from antiquity, for making the honour 
of the blessed Virgin outshine all that was done to other 
martyrs and saints. For the Constitutionsf do not so much as 
mention one of her festivals, where one would think they 
should have omitted none. 

The Salutation of Ave Maria has now, for some time, 
run through the religion of the Church of Rome, in pubUc 
and private devotions ; hut in this age no example or recom- 
tnenoation of any such thing is to he met withal. 

No, nor one prayer to her do we yet hear of; which plainly 
shews, that (whatever the superstition of some one private 
person or other might be, of which we cannot affirm or deny 

* Tom. 4. [vol. 2. Append, p. 497, 498. Par. 1690.] 
+ Constit. Apost, I. 8. c. 33. [Labbe, ConcU. vol. 1. .497. Lul. 
Vu. 1671.] 



any thing) her worship was no part of the religion of the age. 
If you would know the first bold man, after the CoUyridians, 
that brought her into the Church to be inyocated, Nicephonis 
will tell you Jt was oue Peter Folio,* a bishop indeed, but an 
Eutychiau, who found out four very profitable things, if you 
will believe Nicephorus ; one whereof was, " that the holy 
name of the Virgin should be called upon in every prayer." 
How the invention of this man was entertained, I cannot say : 
he lived near the sixth age. But neither is thus much anti- 
quity to be boasted of, nor was it for the credit of the innova- 
tion, to have an heretic for its author. 

The Church was full of the memories of the martyrs ; but 
as yet the blessed Virgin had none. What a strange thing 
was it, that Theodoret, who ran the honour of the martyrs to 
that height, that it requires some candour to bring him dovni 
with safety and honour ; that he, I say, should make no men- 
tion at all of the blessed Vii^in, and the solemnities that were 
due to her; and that in a discourse where he professedly 
biings in the martyrs, supplanting those demons which had 
been so long served by the Pagan world, he could namef Peter, 
Paul, Thomas, Sergius, Marcellus, Leontius, Antoninus, and 
Mauritius. Do we think the blessed Virgin had been left to 
be understood amongst " the other saints" that had their so- 
lemnities also, if she had had, even in Theodoret'a time, any at 
all? But why ahoidd we talk of her memories, when as yet 
her reUcs were not found, nor in all likelihood sought for? 
Since if they had, it b not to be doubted, but those monks, or 
others hke them, that went up and down with " the bones of 
martyrs, if indeed they were martyrs' bones," would have 
gratified the curiosity of devout people with some of those 
relics that posterity a long time after was blessed with, irie. 
some of the blessed Virgin's hair, her combs, her hood, her 
slipper, her espousal ring, nay, and some of her milk too, with 
such other tilings, which came not to light till some ages after 
the zeal of relics began in the Church. 

But when once devotion began to turn towards her, no time 
was lost ; and though it was late first, yet her service presently 
overtook, and at last went beyond the honour that was done 
to other saints and martyrs. The thirteenth age produced a 

• Niceph. Hist. 1. 15. o. 28. [vol. 2. p. 634. Lut. Par. 1630.] 
t ITieod. de curandiB Gnec. affect De Martyr, ad En. [vol.*. p, 923- 
Hal. 1769.] 
TOt. VII. 
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relic of the blessed Virgin, so fainous for the miracle that 
brought it into Europe, and for the miracles that have been 
done by it ever sbce, that the relics of the other saints are 
notbing to it : and that is her house, once at Nazareth, where 
she was born, aad visiled by the angel ; which bouse was 
carried by angels out of Palestine ioto Dalniatia, and from 
thence into luly, where it now stands, and is our Lady of 
Loretto's Chapel. ' By the fourteenth century she bad gained 
no less thau seven festivals in the year ; which I mention, to 
shew the growing devotion of the Roman Church towards the 
blessed Virgin ; not that we make this any great matter of 
complaint ; no, though they were twice seven, if the facts 
upon which they were grounded were true, and the ground 
reasonable, and God only were worshijipcd in the celebration 
of such festivals. 

The later doctors have made too much amends for the mo- 
desty of the ancient Fathers, who spake indeed of her very ho- 
nourably, bnt within bounds. The world was something altered 
in the middle of the seventh age, if Pope Martin said what we 
find in Anastasius :* " Whoever does not honour and adore 
the blessed Virgin, the mother of God, let him be accursed." 
Of which curse, Germanus,')' the Patriarch of Com^tantiuople, 
was in no danger, if he addressed himself in this manner to 
the blessed Virgin : " Nobody is replenished with the kuow~ 
ledge of God but by thee, O moat holy. Nobodv is saved bnt 
by thee, O mother of God. Nobody is delivered from danger 
but by thee, O thou beloved of God." Again: " Thou hiv- 
ing the power of a mother with God, dost beyond measure 
gain pardon for them, who sin beyond measure. For it cannot 
be that thou shouldcst not be beard, because to all purposes 
and m all thiugs, and through alt thiugs God obeys thee as 
bis true and immaculate mother." Tbia was pretty well for 
the eighth age ; as likewise was that of Damascene, who calls 
the blessed Virgin, J " The lady and governess of all crea- 
tures." No wonder therefore that Cardinal Peter Damtaa 
coming long after these, telleth her, that she " comes before 
tlie aitar of reconciliation, not asking, but commanding ; as a 
lady, not as a servant." I know not whether he was the 
author of those glorious titles, which have since furnished 
some of the hymns that we meet with in the offices of the 

• Collectan, Anast. p. 73. 

t Geruian. in BLbliotb. P. torn. 12. p. 704. 

I Job. Damuc. lib. 1. c 15. [p. 146. BuiL 1539.] 
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blessed Virgin:* " The Queen of the World," "The Window 

of Heaven," "The Gate of Paradise," " The Tabernacle rf 
God," '■ The Star of the Sea," " The Heavenly Ladder, by 
'which the Heavenly King came down to us below, and by 
nhich man, who grovelled npon the groond, ascends in ex- 
altation to heaven." But Auselm, that lived in the same age 
with him, speaks more fully :f " As God is the Father, and 
God of all things, by his power creating all things ; so blessed 
Mary, the mother of God, restoring all things by her merits, 
is the mother and kdy of the universe.'' Which agrees very 
well with that reason he had given before, why her Son went 
to heaven before her ;I " Perhaps, Lord, lest thy court in 
Heaven should Etand in doubt, whom it should rather go out 
to meet, thee their Lord coming to take possession of thy king- 
dom, or her their Lady ascending to that kingdom also, which 
belonged to her by a mother's right."§ To this nothing could 
be added in so little a time beyond Bonaventnre's Psalter; 
who, taking the Psalms of David, put in Lady instead of 
Lord, in this manner : " O come, let ns emg unto our Lady," 
&e. " Let every thing that hath breath praise our Lady." 
But not content with this, he framed the Athanasian Creed to 
her service too, beginning thus:|| "Whosoever will be saved, 

• Hi>n]. 46. deNativ-B. Mht. 1. Coni. 2. p. lOfi. 

t Anaelm. Cant, de Extell. Virgin, c. 11. X ""'d, c. 7- 

§ Ijee Answer to Jesuits' Chall. from p. 47S to p. 495. 

II Pult. BoiUT. p. Ill, 112. Paris, [vol. G. p. 515, 516. Kom. 1506.] 

[The foUowiiig extracts I have supplied from tliB saih volume of the 
Vatican elidon, ad. IS96. 1 linve Che !<ame extracts in a blaclc 
letter edition or the Psalter, and aUo in a little Italian Manual uf 
Deiotion, iesned under the anapices of Gregory XVI. Thej are im- 
portant as RQthentic evidence of Romisli idulatry.— J. C. 
Hymnta iastar illitia jui atcriiilur Ambroaio el Aug, 

Te matrem Dei laudamns, te Mariam Virglnem profitemur. 

Te ffiterni patris sponsam omnia terra veneratur. 

Tibi omnes Angdi et Arcbangeli ; tibi Throni et Prlndpatus lidelilcr 
dpserviunt. 

Tibi Dmnes patestatea et omnes virtntes i:oe]orDm : et universe Domiua- 
tiones obediunt. 

Tibi omnea Chori. tibi Cherubim et Seraphim eiultantes assiatunt. 

Tibi omaea ADgelics crestnra inceasabili voce proclamat, 

'Suicta, aancta, aancts, Maria Dei genetrii mater et tirga. 

Fleni sunt coeli et terra majestatiB giarite fructus ventris tui. 

Te gloriosna Apostulonim chorua, sui CreaCoria matrem coUaudat. 

Te beatorum Martyrum coeOis candidatns, Christi genetricera glorificat. 

Te gloriosua Canfesaonun elereiCus, Triuitatie templum appeliat. 

Te BBDCtarum Virginum chorea amabilis, Virginitatis et ' '' '' 
plum pnEdicat. 
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before all things it is necessary that he should hold ■ firm 
faith coDcerniiig the Virgin Mary ; nbicb futh except a nun 

Te tola coelegtig curia Reginam hoaorat. 

Te p«r uiuTerEOin urbem EcclesU inTOcando concelebnt. 

Mattcm divine nujettatu. 

Tenerundun le verani Regis crelestis puerperBm, suictam quoque doIoB- 

dinem et piun. 
To Angelorum Domina, lu pmdisi jukua. 

Td BCala regai cceleitii et gloriiE. ' 

Td tkaluniu, tn uca pieutii et grstiie. 
To Tens misericordiie. tn sponsa et mater Regis Kterni. 
Tu templum et eaciarium Spiritus luncti, tolius beatiitsimie TrinitaCis nO' 

bile triclinium. 
Tu mediatiii Dei et homianm, aoiatrii mDrtaliiim, ctEteatiB illumiaatrii. 
Tn sgoaiiatrii pagnajitiain, adiocsta pauperum. miseiatrix et rofugitun 

pcccatOTUm. 
Tu erogatrii diunerum, (Kpsntrix, ac terror dsmomun et superbonun. 
Ta mundi Domina, cieli Regina, post Deum sola spes nostra. 
Tu galna te iavocantiuin, portiu nanfragantium, miserorum solatium, pm- 



m post Deum, omnium luper- 



n refiigium, 
Tu mater omnium beatomm, gandinm p 

Tu promotrii juatorum, congregatris er 
Tn leritaa Propbetorum, prteconium e 

Evsngelistamm. 
Tn fortiCudo Martyruro, eiGmplar ConfeBBomm, honor et feitiritM 

Virginnm. 
Tn ad libernndnm exnlem bomiuem, Filimn Dei euscepisCi in ntenun. 
Per (e eipngnato hoate antiqno, ennt aperta fidelibns regna coelorutn. 
Tu cum Filio tuo eedes ad deitersm I^tris. 
Tu ipsum pro nobia roga virgo Maria, quem dos ad judicandum credimm 



Te ergo p 



is famalia snbveni, 






e Pilii 



sterna fac pia Virgo, cum sani 

Salviun Tac popnliun tuum Don 

Et rege no9, et cuntodi nos in xtemum. 

Per BingulOH diea o pia te salutamus. 

Et landare te cupimus usque in Ktemum, me 

Dignara dultie Maria, nunc et semper noa sin 

Miserere pia nobis, miferere nobis. 

Eiat misericordia lua magna nobiscam, rjuia 

In le dulcis Maria speramaa, nos defendaE in 

Te decet lans, te decet imperinm, Cibi virtoa i 



delicto conserrare. 
1 te rirgo Maria confidunua. 
.gloria la sfficula Bteculorum, 



Cantate Dnmius nostrs canticum DOrum. P. 514. 

Omnia spHtua ; laudet Domiaam nostram. Ibid. 

Symbolvm iimtar illiia Alhamaii. 

■ftnicnnque vult saivus esse, ante omnia opus est : ut teneat de Maria 
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keep whole and undefiled, nitbout doubt he shall perish ever- 
lastmgly." And now, whosoever shall consider the Litanies of 






; absque dobio i 



qniaqua integrom inyiolatamqne 

BL^iiium peiibit. 

Qnoniam ipsa sola Virgo maneos peperit: sola cnnctaB htBrEses interemit. 

f — c..^ J--ur et enibeacat HebrcBua : qni dicit Chriatum ei Josepb aemine 



Confundutur el 



Confundatur ManicbieuB : qui diciC Cbriatoni fictum habere corpus. 
Palleat omni;, qui hoc ipsum aliuode, noa de Maria, dicit assampaisse. 
Idem Damqae Filina qui est Patris in divinis uoigenitas : eat et vernB uni 

gemtus Virginia Marias tiliua. 
In CQelis aiae Matre, in terrii sine Patre. 
Nam sicnt suima radonalia et can) propter tuiianem de bomine vere noid 

tur 1 ita Deus et bomo Chtistua, de Maria Virgine vere geueraCnr. 
Induens camem de came Virginia : quia sic genua bumanum redimi con 

gruebat. 
Qui secnnduDi ditinitatem sequalia Patri : eecnndiun 

CouceptUB in ulero Virginia MariEe Angclo nnnunciante 
non tamen Spiritus sanctus est pater ejus. 

tioue camis concepCuB : 
Qnem lactavit mater : nbere de cuelo pleuo. 



c a Magi? muneribua adoratna, a 
' 'n Jordaiie l>aptizatua : 

rtauB, et aepultaa. 






^glQria 



cendit. 



SpiriCum sanctum in discipuli 

Quam demum ipse in ccelum a^umpsit : et sedet ad dexterum Filii, nor 

cessans pro nobis Filinm eioraro. 
HiEC est fldes de Maria Virgine : quam nisi quiaque fideliCer, firmiterqui 

credideriC, aalTua esae non potent. 

lAlania Beala Maria Virginia. 
Kjrie eleison. 
CbriBte eleison. 
CbrisCe audi nos. 
Christe exaadi nos. 

FaCer de cielis Deus, Maris coaditor glorioaus, 
Fili redemptor niundi Dens, MaricB nobilis fecund 
Spiritua aancie Deua, Marice mirabilis obumbratoi 
Sancta Trinitaa onus Deos, qni Mariam glorilicas, 
SancCa Maria, qua: toCum munduiQ illnminas, 
Sancta Maria, qus tuos ectvos exaltas, 
Sancta Maria, qus pro peccatoribus sapplicas, 
Sancta Maria illuuiuatrix cordium, 
Sancta Maria fnns misericordis^ 
Sancta Maria splentior sanctsc Ecclesis, 
SanctK Maria flumen eapientin, 




Miserere nobis. 
Miserere nobis. 
Miserere nobis. 
Miserere nobis. 
Ora pro nubts. 
Ors pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Oni pro Dobia. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis- 
Oni pro m ' ' 
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the blesoed Vii^, and other Rosaries, and the Praji 
HvmnB of her Satwday's Office, and her Psaltei 



fen and I 

and the I 



Sancta Marin ab Angelo mJatBU. 
Saiicta Maria per Spiritum aanctam obumbrata, 
SsoMa Mariu in raeli* g;IontlcBts, 
SnncU Msria rosa rerii speciosa. 
Sancta Maria riCU Trondena gene rasa, 
Suicta Muia dulcis Tirgo at ipedoaa, 
SnncCa Maria a Deo patre tponaa electa, 
Saneta Maria Terbi Dd mater prreelecta, 
Sancta Maria a SpiriCii BoDCto protec^T 
Sancta Maria, qnie Deum iu ulero coDcepisti, 
Sancta Maria, qtin Deum et hominem genniiti. 



Sancta Maria vii^ virginam aignifen 
Sancta Maria lirga Jease CliriHlifera, 
Sancta Maria arbor TittB fructifera, 





Sanetn Maria super oi 

Sancta Maria anper 01 

Sancta Maria mater conoitoiia, 

Sancta Maria mater redemptoris, 

Snnota Maria mater aalvotoris, 

Sancta Maria mater mundo desiderabiliit, 

Saneta Maria inferia terribilis, 

Sancta Maria maCer amabilis, 

Sancta Maria lirgo plena gratia, 

Sancta Maria Tirgo plena rIementiB, 

Sancta Maria pia timdena solatia, 

a Maria Sot et decus Tlr|;iDBlii, 
•■ "u flnvina aapicntiaJia, 
Sancta Marin splendor et Ini Orientalia, 
Sancta Maria rirtntnm (xeh Regina, 
Sancta Maria domos Dei cypressina, 
Sancta Maria cceli fenestra crjatallinn, 
Sancta Maria perpetnEE Inds aurora, 
Sancta Maria virgo pulchra et decora, 
Sancta Maria mclodia dolcis eC aanotn, 
Soscta Maris deliciarnm Dei dapijfara, 
Sancta Mnria cceleBtlB cariin ptncenu, 
Sancta Maria paradiai porta pervia, 
Sancta Maria placitum Dei umbnumlam, 
Sancta Maria virginum nora eialtotia, 
Sancta Maria mulierum prima benedictio, 
Sancta Mnria miaeronim pia cooBolatln, 

ia vera salna et bcatitndo, 
Sancta Marin cbaritatis magniCndo, 
Sancta Maria pietatia latitudo. 



O™ pro ncbia 
Ora pro nobis. 
Om pro nnbis 
Ora pro nol»i' 
Ora pro nnbii. 
Ora pro noMa. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis 
Ora pro nobis. 



Ora pro 
Ora pro 

Ora pro nobia. 
Ore pro nobis. 
Drs pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobis- 
Ora pro nobis, 
Ora pro nobis. 
Ora pro nobia, 
Ora pro 



Ora pro 
Ora pro 
Ora pro 
Ora pro 

Ora pro 
Or. pr, 
Ora pro 



I nabith 

I nobis. 
I nabts. 
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^^■■iTOBt number of books of devotion to her, and the worship, that 




^^^■fcii accordingly given to her in pretended 


Cathohc coimtriea ; 






Ora pro nobis. 






Ora pro nobis. 




^^^Kp^fancta Maria consoUtio afflictorum, 
^^^^^FSuicta Maria cui Angeli obediuiit et obawraotar, 


Ora pro nobis. 




Ora pro nobis. 




^^K^uicta Maria nobilis Regioa cosloium, 


Ora pro nobis. 




^^^VSoiicla Marifl cui SancH et Sanctie congaudeat et gra- 




^^^B * tnlaatur, 


Ora pra nobis. 






Ora pro nobis. 




^^^K Fropitiaeeto, 


Farcenobis Domina. 




^^^m Fropida esto, 


Libera noa Domina. 




^^H Ab omni malo, 


Libera nos Domina. 




^^^F Ab omni mala tentatioae, 


Libera nos Domina, 




^^B Ab ica et indignaaone Dei, 


Ubera nos Domina. 






Libera nos Domina. 




A^»uperl,Upr.dpitante, 


Libera noa Dommit. 




A peccato irre et invidiie cruduite. 


Libera nos Domina. 






Libera nos Domina. 






Libera noa Domina. 




Xh inz-nrmt hndHw m u 1 io-finn fi E 


Libera noa Domina. 
Libera nos Domina. 




Per dulcorem et gaudium de Cbriati inctiraatione, 




Libera nos Domino, 




Per Eandium et uumcnlum de illius re^urreetdoue 


Libera nos Domina. 
Libera noa Domina. 




Per fidem toam de Spiritns sancti miBsione, 






Libera nos Domina. 




Per gaadium et leetitiam de tua coraaatiDae, 


libera noa Domina. 




In hora rnnrtia devaatante, 


Libera nos Domina. 




In judicifl districto eiamine, 


Libera nos Domina, 






Libera nos Domina. 






Te rogamas audi ooa. 




Ut sanctam Ere lesiam piiaaima Domina conaer- 






vare digneris, 


Tc rogamus audi nos, 




Ut jOBtia glariam, peccatoribna gratiaiD impe- 






trare digneria, 


Te rogamua audi nos. 










tionem impetrare digneria, 


Te rogamns audi noa. 










conaolari dignerii, 


Te rogamns andi noa. 




Ut popDlom Chriatiaaum Alii tui pretioan san- 






guine redemptum consBrrarE digneris, 


Te n^mus audi nos. 




Ut cnnctis fidelibua deftmcCi» requiem ateniam 






ddtiare dignaris, 


Te rogamus audi nos. 




Mater Dei, 










tuam pacem, AmeD. 












Chriate eleiaon. 






Kjrie eleiaOD. 


^^ 
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whosoever shall consider what they say to her in those prayers 
and hymns, &C. which the Speculum Beafa Ftrginis, jast now 
published, has put together, may perhaps find there are 
" causes of horror," vlucb M. de Meaus is not so much con- 
cerned at as he ought to be : he may justly fear, that if the 
Befonnfttiou did not give some little check, neither would 
these excesses stop here, though in many places nothing now 
Temains to he done, but without any farther reservedness, to 
ttect altars proper to the blessed Virgin in every church, aft 
the Jesuits* began to do ui China, 



Fater noster. Et ae Doa inducu in tentatiDDem. 

Ego diii Domina miserere nobia. 

Suia BDiniaiD meam, quia pcccavi tibi. 

Converte miserieordiani tnam super qob. 

Et deprecabilia eato super servoB tuoa. 

Ostende potenUaiQ taam coiitrs inimicoB Dostroa. 

Ut jttatificeris in uadonibua popnionim. 

Miserere aervorum tuorum, super quas invocatum est uomen tnum. 

Et Tie sinss anguatiari eos in tontationibug miis. 

Et mccurre animani cum dewiruerit ixirpus smua. 

Eslo nobis Domina turria fortitudinis. 

Et petra dnrisaima coatra iniiaieum. 

Adjura me Domina, oe corruam coram go. 

Fac ut conteratur sub pedlbus meis. 

Eiandi orationem diesdi, et deprecationem inesin. 

Et coatepeBcant adrersarii mei. 

Omnipatena aempiCeme Deiia. qui pro nobis de caatissima Virgins 
Maria nOBti dignatus es, fac noa tibe caato corpore aerrire, et hmnili 

Oramus etiam te piiauma Virgo Maria, mundi Regina et Angelonun 
Domina, ut eia quoa in purgaloriis ignis e:t»minal:, impetres refrigerinm, 
peccatoribus indulgendam. et juatia peraeverantiani in bono : tios qoaqoe 
fragiieg ab omnibua inatantiboa defeude periculis. Per DominniD noatrnnt 
Jesnm Chriatom. 

Ptalm 50 [51]. 
Miaerere mei Domina : qun mater misericordice nontniparii. 
Et secnndoni riacera misericordiamm tuamm : mnnda me ab omnibus 

iniquitatibus meis. 
Efl^de gratiam tuam auper me : et fiolitam clementiam tuam ne aub- 

trahas a mF. 
Auoniam peecala mea eonfitebor tibi : et coram te me occuso de sceleri. 

■cconciliB : et pacifica me ei, qui me creavit 



i 



yructui ventris tui mi 
Gloria Patri, etc.] 

* Trigautii Exp. ad Sinaa. 



:. 15, 20. 
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O blessed God, loot down in thy mercy upon the miserable 
estate of Christianity, in so many parts of the Christian world ! 

When the blessed Virgin foretold, " that all generations 
should call her blessed," did she mean that all generations 
should worship her ; would worship her images and pictures ; 
would make her a mcdiatriK between God aud man ; would 
ascribe to her the power, not of prevailing with Jesus only for 
anything, but of commanding him too j would offer Jesus 
himself a sacrifice in her honour ; would hum incense to her ; 
would use rosaries, hours, and psalters for her especial invo- 
cation and service ; would institute and maintain fraternities 
for that service ; would build temples and chapels to her, and 
altars, and by most solemn invocation everywhere, and by 
proper rites of reli^ous worship, and by letting devotion run 
out to her more than to our Lord Jesus himself, to agnize her 
to be the " Lady of Heavtn and Earth," " The Queen of the 
World?" No, she did not mean thus, in saying, that "all 
generations should call her blessed:" for thus "all genera- 
tioQs" have not served her. Nothing of all this was done to 
her for several generations after Christ ; nor anything of it m 
comparison, till the dregs of time, till the decay of learning 
and piety made way for gross superstition. 

The first beginnings of these corruptions were more general, 
but the improvements of them were chiefly owing to the See 
of Rome ; which, as it grew in power and greatness, so it 
protected those abuses more effectually ; a character very iU- 
hesccming a Church that pretends to be the "pillar and ground 
of truth." 

The wit of man could not devise anything more serviceable 
tJi error, to make it spread in the world, and to fix it, than that 
a powerful See grasping at supremacy, and pretending to infal- 
libihty, should take it under her wing. 

This See is the source of all those oppositions, which they 
have met with that demanded a Reformation ; it is this See 
alone which hath obstructed a general Reformation, when 
Christendom was otherwise well disposed towards it. 

Therefore when Reformation, by common consent, was made 
impossible by the See of Rome, what remained, but that the 
National Churches should reform themselves? 

Our Hefonnation was a return to primitive antiquity ; aud 
that it may prove a leading example, let us pray without ceas- 
ing, that God " would bring into the may of truth oil such as 
have erred, and are deceived." 



THE TEXTS E3CAMINED WHICH PAPISTS CITE OUT 
THE BIBLE, FOR THE PROOF OF THEIR DOCTRINE CON- 
CERNING THE WORSHIP OF ANGELS AND SAINTS 
DEPARTED. 



1 

FT OP 1 



PART I. 



Cardinal Bbllakhini:.* and other Romish authors, in 
their nriciags concerning the worship of angels and sJUDts, 
tells us, that aa there are three sorts of excellencies, so there 
are three sorts of worship due to them. 

The first exceUciu^ is that which is in God onl^i infinite and 
Bupereminent above all ; to which is to be paid a religious 
worship, called Latria. 

The second is human or natural, to be found ia men ; and 
is subdivided into several sorts and degrees, according to the 
diversity of its objects, and degrees of their worth, whether it 
be prince, or parent, or master, or prophet, or philosopher ; 
to which is to be paid a civil worship, cidled Cultui Civilia. 

The third ia a middle sort of eticellencj', betwixt divine and 
human, to he found in angela and glorified saints ; to which ia 
to be paid an inferior degree of religious worship, called 
DiiUa : and because the Virgin Mary was the mother of our 
Lord, and far excelled all other saints, as well in favour with 
God, as in personal virtues and accomplishments ; therefore 
to her ia to be paid proportionably a higher degree of this sort 
of worship, called Hyperdulia. 

The two first of these the Reformed own and consent to, 
but deny the last, as having no foundation in Scripture or 
reason, or true antiquity. 

We worship God with all our hearts and aouls, with the pro- 
fouudest veneration, with the most raised affections, with the 
highest degrees of love and fear, and faith and confidence ; 
and that not only as he is a God of infinite perfections, but as 
he is our absolute Lord and Sovereign, the Almighty Creator 
and all-wise Governor of all things. 

We give to man too that worship that is suitable to his 

' Dc Sanct. Beat. 1. I. c. 12. [vol. 2. p, 400. col. 2. Prag. 1721.] 
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finite and created worth and excellency ; God haying, for the 
peace and order, and well-being of the world, constituted 
government in it, and made some the ministers of his Provi- 
dence in conferring his blessings on mankind ; he hath also' 
required an homage or worship to be done to them, conform- 
able to the rank asd order they stand in, and to that charge 
and power they are entrusted with. 

But we do not think ourselves obliged to pay any worship 

at all to angels and saints, as that worship is distinguished 

from honour and esteem, and implies in, it any power and 

dominion in them over us, or any dependance and subjection 

in us to them. And therefore, though we highly honour and 

esteem them, and manifest the inward sentiments of our 

hearts by suitable expressions, by blessing God for them, by 

commemorating their Tirtuea and their martyrdom, by con- 

jrgratulating their victories over the world, by propounding 

Ftheir example to the imitation of others, by rejoicing in their 

1 liappiness and glory : yet do we refuse to pay any worship or 

_ o them, much less that kind of worship and homage, 

Bivhich either divine institution, or the consent of nations, hath 

■"appropriated to God ; which, in its own nature, imphes those 

perfections that are incommunicably in the Divine essence ; 

KiWhich, lastly, signify that trust and dependance upon them 

Pttiat ought wholly to be put in God. This is that which we 

Jdiaige upon the Chureh of Rome, and which her greatest 

Pchampions can neither deny nor defend, though of late they 

PliBve more bent their studies to hide her shame, than to 

Pgnstify it. 

r It is not enough that they give it a different name, when 
F the worship is the same, that they distinguish the worship of 
I Ck>d from that of the creature, by the intention of their minds ; 
f ascribing the highest degree to the one, and a lower to the 
, when they confound them together by making the 
I ntemal acts of it common to both : as God's being the uni- 
Pveraal parent aud common benefactor of the world, challenges 
T B public worship to be due to him ; so the unity of his nature, 
I tad the supremacy of his authority and power, require that 
I that public worship, and alt the expressions of it, be appro- 
■priatcd to him, as incommunicable as his nature, and undivided 
*' as hia dominion ; the one ought to be singular and peculiar as 
'"the other, or else we put God and the creature on the level ; 
and either bring down God to the meanness of a creatine, or 
exalt the creature to the altitude of a god. 
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ut though DO created excellency can have any inherent or 
natural right to any part of that worship that is given to God : 
may not God, who is the fountain of bouonr, make a grant 
of it to his beloved favourites, and permit at least, if not 
require, that some part of it be exhibited to them 1 This is 
what the Romanists pretend to, hut can oeTer prove, aa to any 
one of those particulars, wherein we accuse them of giving 
tehgious worship to angels and saints departed. 

Some of those particulars they deny, hut at the same time 
practise : tliey confess* that sacrilice is the peculiar worship of 
God, and ought to be offered to none besides ; it being written, 
Exod. xsii. 20, " He that sacrificeth unto any god, save unto 
the Lord only, shall surely be put to death." And yet do 
they daily offer up Christ in the sacrifice of the mass to God, 
in honour of the saints, especially of the blessed Vir^ : and 
how then is sacrifice esteemed by them an honour solely and 
peculiarly due to God ? They tell us also that+ temples and 
altars, as weU as sacrifice, are appropriate to God ; and yet 
what is more eonimoa amongst them, than to erect temples 
and altars in honour of the saints as patrons of them, and for 
their proper worship and service ? 

Again, some they own, but do not pretend to prove from 
Scripture, but think to fetch them off by distinctions, whilst 
ve have evident proofs from Scripture against them ; such are 
burning incense and making vows to them ; concerning both 
which, the holy Scriptures inform us, that they are appro- 
priate acts of worship to God. 

Por burning incense, E\od, sxx. 1,8, 10: "Thoushalt make 
an altar to bum incense upon, and Aaron shall bum incense 
upon it, a perpetual incense before the Lord, it is most holy 
nnto the Lord :" and for this reason Uezekiah brake in pieces 
the brazen serpent, because the people burnt incense to it, 
2 Kings xviii. 4. 

For making vows. Numb, xsx, 2 : " If a man vow a vow 
onto the Lord." Dent, xsiii. 21, 23 : " When thou shalt vow 
a vow unto the Lord thy God." And laa. six. 21 : Vows 
are reckoned up with sacrifices and oblations : "And the Lord 
shall be known to Egypt, and the Egyptians shall know the 
Iiord in that day, and shall do sacrifice and oblation ; yea, they 
shall vow a vow unto the Lord, and perform it,'" 

Lastly, others they both own, and have attempted to prove 

* fi«Uar. de SancC. Beat. L I.e. 13. [Ibid. p. 101.] f I>cll".«><l- !«- 



from Scripture, such are the rehgioua adoration and Bolemn 
invocation of them. Mj present business therefore is to 
CKftniine what is tbe true sense of Scripture as to these points: 
which I shall do with as much care and judgment as I can, 
and with all foithfiilness and sincerity ; shewing the weakness 
of the proofs cited by the Papists in defence of them, and how 
very clear and strong oura are against them. For method'a 
sake I shall cast ibcui under these several heads. 

I. Head. — Although we do not deny that ani/els and saints 
departed pray for the Church on earth, yet many of the 
texts they dtefor it do not prove it. 

II. Head. — No proof from Scripture, that angeh and 
saints departed have an universal knowledge of men, and their 
conditions. 

III. Hetid. — No proof from Scripture that angels and 
taints departed are entrusted teith the care and government 
of the world under God. 

IV. Head. — No proof from Scripture for the religious 
adoration of angels and saints departed. 

V. Head. — No proof from Scripture for the solemn invo- 
cation of angels and saints departed. 



Although tee do not deny, that angels and saints departed 
pray for the Church on earth, yet many of the texts they 
cite for it do not prove it. 

We belicTe, as well as the Romanlats, that angels and smits 
are in a happy and blessed state ; that they have a very 
fervent charity, and a moat tender concern for the Church on 
earth, and are always ready to do what they are able, espe- 
cially by their good wishes and earnest prayers to promote its 
prosperity ; that they are very dear to Gid, in great grace and 
Mvonr with hira, and likely to prevail in their intercessions 
for what things they ask according to his will ; that they know 
1 Tery well what most be in general the necessities of a militant 
f Church, the tribulations and persecutions it is subject to ; that 
. it is never without enemies, and consequently never without 
troublea ; and knowing this, that they cannot but commiserate 
its state, and in pity and compassion towards it, pray for its 
telief and succour. 
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Fwtlier ; tUouj^b we do not make it aii article of our faidi, 
re look on it as a probable thing, that holj bishops and 
tors, when they are gone to heaven, have in their prayers a 
particular regard to that part of Christ's Chureh over which 
they presided ; that other sainls also in heaven may recom- 
mend the condition of their particular friends and relations 
unto God, with whom they lately conTersed in the body, and 
whose wants they then were intimately acquainted with : so 
Gregory Narianzen tells us, he believed couceniing his deceased 
father,* "That he did esnecially intercede for tbnt flock, over 
which he whs bishop, and did them more good by his prayers 
now ill heaven, than be did by his preaching when he 
lived amongst them," So the primitive Christians were 
wont to heg of the martyrs a Uttle before they sufFeredj that 
when they came to heaven, and had received their crown, 
they would be mindful of them whom they left behind. 
Famous in ecclesiastical story is the agreement betwixt 
St. Cyprian and Coriielius.f that he which went first to 
glory, should particularly intercede for the other at the throne 
of grace. 

TTiis we lay down as probable : others have tbnught that 
they might go farther, and that it was no less likely, but that 
Giod may, on some particular occasions, and in some circum- 
stances, depute an angel or saint to have the charge of such a 
particular person, or country, or city ; but that this was extra- 
ordinary and out of course. 

Now thus much being granted, there is no need of proofs to 
make it good ; and yet some of those texts they produce for 
it are so little to the purpose, that were there no other, and 
those manned by no better hands, we should want sufficient 
motives to induce the belief of it. But they must be excused ; 
Scripture is a weapon they have not tried, nor used to fence 
withal. As for example, to give you a cast of their skill in 
expounding Scripture. 

They endeavour to prove that the saints in heaven do pray 
for men on earth, from Jer. sv. 1 : "Though Moses and 
Samuel 'stood before me, yet my mind could not be toward 
this people." Which words.J Bellarmine thinks, imply that 
Moses and Samuel could, and were wont to intercede tor the 
people of Israel. 



aidi. 1 
paa- I 



I answer, they do not necessarily so ; for when St. Paul* 
says, "If aa angel from heaven preach any other Gospel, let him 
be accused ;" he does not at all intimate, that an angel from 
heaven could or was ever guilty of it : hut suppose they do, it 
dues not follow that this was their custom siuce they went to 
heaven ; for then, why did they not do it now, when there was 
most need, and the atate of the Jews most deplorable? But 
that they oflen did it when they were here on earth. So that 
the plain aeuse of the text is this : the people of Judah had, 
by their sins, so highly provoked God to anger, that he had 
decreed their ruin, and the doom was irreversible ; and this 
God was pleased to amplify by declaring that though he had 
ofttimes been prevailed with by those two holy men,+ Moses 
and Samuel, when they were on earth, in the behalf of this 
people, to turn away his fierce anger from them ; yet now the 
provocation was so great, that if they were alive again, and did 
intercede for them, it should not avail, and he would not be 
entreated for them. So St, Jerome and Theodoret expound 
them ; " God spake of Moses and Samuel:^ as though they were 
hving in the world, and were in their former station and con- 
ditioni" and so they are expliuned by that parallel place,§ 
"Though these three men, Noah, Daniel, and Job, were in 
the land, they should deliver hut their own souls by their 
rightfiousnesa, aaith the Lord God." 

The next proof of theirs I shall take uotiee of, is by the 
way of interence, and not express in the text ; it is in Bev. vi. 
10 : " How long, Lord, holy and true, dost thou not judce 
and avenge our blood on them that dwell on the earth?" 
Now, say they, if the souls of martyrs pray for vengeance on 
their persecutors and murderers, much more may we suppose 
them to pray for mercy and deliverance for their fellow- 
members and sufferers. 

But they certainly frame a very odd notion in their rainde 
of the blessed saints above, who think them so addicted to 
revenge and retaliation : can they, who, after the example of 
their Lord, prayed for their enemies when they were on the 
earth, and forgave their murderers, be supposed, now they are 
in heaven in a more perfect state, to pray for judgment and 
wrath upon them 1 Tne words therefore are figurative, and 
.hy this scheme of speech is signified unto us, not the desires 

] In locom. [Hieroi 
^8. Hil. 1770.J 
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Miii wislica, and prayers of the saints for veD^ance on their 
enemies, but only the certaioty of the Divine vengeance that 
would overtake them. By the souls of the slain crying under 
the altar, is meant their blood, and the nin of murdering them; 
and as it is said that Abel's blood cried for vengeance ;• so 
the sin of shedding their blond cried, and would certiunly 
Awake and provoke the justice of Go<I to take vci^eance on 
them for it. The Fathers Kibera and Vicgas so explain the 
text ; and a passage in the book of Esdrasf gives farther light 
to it : " Behold the innocent and righteous blood crieth unto 
me, and the souls of the just complain continually, and there- 
fore, saith the Lord, 1 will surely avenge them." 

Another proof of theirs is from the corrupt reading of a 
text,and not the true senseofit,2 Peteri. I.7, The words are, 
" I am shortly to go out of this tabernacle, as our Lord him- 
self hath declared unto me ; but I will endeavour that ye 
may be able, after my decease, to have these things Blways in 
remembrance." 

They read them, " I will endeavour after my decease," that 
is, say they, by his intercession in heaven for them. We read 
them, " I will endeavour that ye may be able after my decease ;" 
that is, say we, by his diligence in instructing them while he 
was with them on earth. This ia the true reading and natural 
aense of the words : St. Peter did not tell them what he woold 
do for them when he was gone, but what should be his 
endeavour for them whilst he was here, airovSaaw hi kq! iKAaroTt 
(X^"" "/inc /ifd Ti}v ifiifv t^oiov, not mrovhanu /ura rqv £(i4)' 
i^oSor. And 80 St. Peter interprets himself in the words both, 
before and after, ver 12,13: " I will not he neghgent to put 
you always in remembrance of these things ; it is meet, as long 
as I am in this tabernacle, to stir you up, by putting you in 
remembrance;" and ver. 16; "For we have not followed 
cunningly devised fables, when we made known unto you the 
power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but werej eye- 
witnesses of his majesty." Was there anv need, this exposi- 
tion might be confirmed by their own gloss, and many of their 
own authors on the place : but Bellarmine^ himself being not 
over confident that this text is for their turn, I may venture 
to dismiss it without any farther reflections on it. 

From a corrupted text they proceed to apocryphal ones. 

t Chap. 15. 
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2 Maccab, xv. 12, 13, 14, "This was his vision, Ooiaa who 

had been High Priest &c. prayed for the whole body of 

the Jews. This done, there appeared a man," &c. Onias 
said, "This is a lover of the brethren, who prayeth much for 
the people, and for the holy city, to wit, Jeremias, the prophet 
of God." 

Now that which I would observe from this place (besides 
that it was but a dream of Judas Maccabeeua, and the book of 
no good authority), is, that we do not find that Judas tliere- 
upon did either pray himself to them, or exhort the people to 
do it ; but, ver. 22, directed his prayer to God alone ; " There- 



fore in his 



praye 



' he said atler this i 



', O Lord, thou 



didst send thine angel in the time of Hezekiah :' 

" Wherefore now also, O Lord of Heaven, send a good angel 

before us for a fear and dread unto them." 

Again, they cite out of the Apocrypha, Baruch iii. 4 : "0 
Lord Almighty, thou God of Israel, hear now the prayers of 
the dead Israelites." From whence they gather, that the dead 
Israehtes prayed for the living. 

But these words may have another sense fairly put upon 
them. And, 1. By the dead Israehtea may not be meant 
those dead indeed, but whose condition was so distressed and 
desperate, as every moment to threaten death ; and then the 
prayers of the dead Israelites were only the prayers of the 
Israelites that were ready to perish. And for this the verse 
before gives it, "we perish utterly." Or, 2. By the prayers of 
the dead Israelites, may be meant the prayers of their ancient 
worthies, which they, though now dead, put up to God when 
they were alive j to wit, the prayers of the patriarchs and 
prophets, when they were in the body, for the good estate of 
their posterity. 

But what these texts fall short of, others may make np : 
in the Ist of Zech. 12, an angel is represented as interceding 
for the people of larael, " And the ilngel of the Lord answered 
and said, O Lord of hosts, how long wilt thou not have 
mercy on Jerusalem, and on the cities of Jndah, against 
which thou hast had indignation these threescore and ten 
years?" And yet b^ tlie angel here, the Jesuit Ribera* con- 
fesses, is meant Christ, the only advocate and intercessor in 
heaven for his Church and people, and backs his opinion with 
the suffenige of several of the Fathers, St. Jerome, St. 

" Comioent. ioHeb. c. vii. y. IS. 



1 S26 THE WORSHIP OF THK ClIlHrn OF ROME. 

Ambrose, Origen, and others. To wliich purpose wc may 
observe, chap. iii. 2, that tliis Rngcl ia cnlUtl the Lord. " And 
he shewed me Joshua the High Priest stnuduig licfore the 
Angel of the Lord, and Satan staiiding at his nght-hand to 
resist him ; and the Lord said unto Satan, The Lord Tebiike 
thee, O Satan, even the Lord that hath chosen JcruaalDm." 

We helieve fdso the comniunion of saints, and therefore it is 
a caiurany that* Bellarmine puts upon us, where he says we 
deny it ; but wc believe withal, that that may be presenred 
betwixt the Cburcb triumphant and Church mibtant, without 
our praying to them, or their meriting for us. The saints 
above, and those here below, make up hut one Imdy ; they 
differ only in condition and degree ; they in heaven, we upon 
earth ; they in rest and peace from all their labours, we atill 
beatine it on the waves ; tb^ set safe out of the reach of sin 
and foUy, we still struggling m the midst of temptations ; but 
yet we are all of the same body : so says the Apostle, Heb, 
xa. 11, " Ye are come unto Mount Sion, and unto the dty of 
the living God, the bearenly Jerusalem, and to an innumerable 
company of angels, to the general assembly and Church of the 
first-bora, which are written ui heaven, and to God the Judge 
of all, and to the spirits of just men made perfect, and to 
Jesus the mediator of the new covenant." Now being of the 
same society with them, as we ought to honour their memories, 
to imitate their virtues.f to bless God for their examples, to 
be encouraged by the hopes of that salvation they now enjoy, 
and to pray for their perfect consummation and bliss both Id 
body and soul, in God's everlasting glory ;% so no doubt do 
they bear a most tender affection to us, and have a hearty 
concern for our good, and do what, by the laws of that mviaibfe 
world, they are permitted to do, especially by their earnest 
prayers, mightily prevalent with God, to procure our wel&re. 
Communion with the saints in heaven thus far we own, and it 
may he proved ; but that on this or any other account we are 
to worship them, we deny, and it can never be proved. How- 
ever, the several texts cited by them to this purpose, I shall 
examine in the following heads. 

• C. 19. t Commimiim Office. ) Burial Office. 
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No proof from Seripture, that angeh and »aint» above have 
an universal knowledge of men and their condition. 

Hebe the champions for the Papacy are at a great loas, and 
their doctors disi^ree ; thev can neither prove that the samta 
have this knowledge, nor shew the way how they came by it i 
they would faia put us off with may-he's and possihilities ; 
they tell us this may be done, and that it may be done thia 
way or that way ; but can prove nothing, as any unprejudiced 
person will perceive, that considers the texts they produce for 
it. 

The first and chietest is St. Luke sv. 7, 11). "There is joy 
in the presence of the angels over one sinner that repenteth :" 
from whence they argne, that angels must know when a siuner 
repents, before they can rejoice at it ; and if they know that, 
why may they not know all other thhigs concerning men 1 

I answer : it does not follow, that because they know this 
one thing, they know any other, or all other things relating to 
men : this we believe they know, because our Savioor hath 
told us BO ; but we have not the same reason to believe they 
have a general and universal knowledge of men, the Scripture 
being silent therein. 

Possibly angela may know when a sinner repents these two 

1. By revelation from God ; knowing how much it would 
add to their happiness, and increase their joy, to see their 
fellow-creatures happy as well aa themselves ; God may be 
supposed as ready, by such an information from time to time, 
to augment their felicity, aa they are to contribute to and 
rejoice in the felicity of others ; and this seems well enough 
to agree with the joy that the woman in the parable expressed 
at the finding of her lost piece of money ; she not only re- 
joiced herself, hut called her friends and neighbours together 
to rejoice with her : Luke s». 9, " Rejoice with me," saith 
she, "for I have found the piece which I had lost:" so 
may it be the goodwill of our heavenly Father, not only to 
take pleasure himself in the recovery of a lost sinner, but to 
communicate it to angels and blessed spirits, that they also 
might enjoy the satisfaction of so agreeable and welcome 
tidings. 

2. By virtue of their ministry here below, for the good of 
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those that arc heirs of utlvatjon. By olitwrring in men the 
aigiia and fhiits of true repentance, they may tome to knov 
when n sinner is converted, and passing always hetwixt heavci 
and earth. ii\)on God's errands and embassies (as Jt was repre- 
Bented to Jaeob in his divine vision), those that ascend from 
earth may tell the jovlul news of it to them in heaven. 

Possibly, I say, by these two ways angels may come to 
know when a sinner repenteth ; but then, why may they not, 
by the same ways, know all other things concerning men ? 
Why, sujiposing that possible too, yet there is this great 
difference betwixt them, viz. we are told by our Saviour, that 
they do know the one, but we arc not told that they know all 
the rest ; and if " whatsoever isnot of faithissin,"* we having 
no foundation in Scripture to huild our faith on, that they 
have an imiversal knowledge of men and their affurs, we must 
of necessity sin in believing it, or praj'ing to them on that 
supposition ; and as there is no revelation in Scripture, that 
they have a general knowledge of men and their affairs, as 
well as of tioeir repentance ; so neither is there the same 
reason that they should : God may reveal the one to them, as 
a thing he knew vrould administer to their farther pleasnre 
and delight ; hut for the same reason they may be kept igno- 
rant of other things, and God withhold the knowledge of mem 
from them, being such, it may be (and be sure our sins and 
vanities are such), as would redound more (o their trouble 
and discontent than satisfaction. 

But did this text prove, as you see it does not, that the 
blessed angels have an universid knowledge of men and their 
affurs, what is this to the saints departed ? These may be 
altogether ignorant of men, whilst the other, by virtue of 
their ministry on earth, may know manv things concerning 
them. For this therefore they urge Matth. xxi. 20, that 
"the just at the resurrection shall be as the angels of God." 
Now this argument labours under the same weakness as the 
former ; as they proved before, that the angels know all things 
relating to men, hecause they know one thing, when a sinner 
repents ; so now thcr prove, that the saints in heaven are like 
to the angels in all things, hee^use they are hke to them in one. 
It is apparent that our Saviour spake of au equaUty in state 
and privilege, and not in knowledge and perfection of nature. 
The Sadducees that denied the resurrection of the dead, came 

• Rom. xiv. 23. 
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to our Saviour, aud thought to justify their atheism and infi- 
delity, by putting a case to hinij which they imagined would 
infer an unanswerable absurdity, were it granted that there 
was a resurrection. The case was this : a woman there was 
that had bad seven husbands in her lifetime ; at the resur- 
rection, whose wife shall she be of them all, for all had her to 
wife? To which our Saviour answered, she shall be wife to 
none of them ; for in that other world, there is no more husband 
and wife, marrying or giving in marriage ; but men are like 
angels, that is, immortal as they, and shall not need matri- 
mony to propagate their kind, aud to supply tbeir mortahty, 
for they ahall hve for ever : " they shall be as the angels of [ 
(lod," not in every respect (for as they differ in nature and 
kind, so shall they have distinct natural qualities and operations), 
but in respect only of bliss and immortaUty. 

Besides, supposing this equality was universal in every 
point, in nature aud knowledge aa well as bliss and happiness, 
the sauits were not to have it till the resurrection. So it is 
said, " at the resurrection the just," &c. And does it follow 
from hence, that the saints are now what they shall he then; 
that because at the reaurrection they shall be as the angels, 
they are before the resurrection as the angels ? 

This equality with the angels then will not do ! Have they 
any more direct proof? They think they have from our 
Saviour's words, John v. 45, " Do not think that I will accuse 
you to the Father; there is one that accuseth you, even 
Moses, in whom ye trust." But how, soy they, can Moses, 
dead 2000 years ago, accuse those that were then hving, if 
Moses did not know what passed here ou earth? 

I reply, very well, if by Moaes be meant (aa it is in man^' I 
other Scriptures) the writings or books of Moses. So Moses i 
and the prophets signify, where Abraham thus speaks to 
Dives ia hell: "They have Moses and the prophets:"'' 
not Moses and the prophets in the flesh, they being dead s 
long before, hut Moses and the prophets in their doctrine. 
For the confirmation of this exposition, I might give you the 
judgment of the Pathera,f but it will be more than enough to 
set down Cardinal Cajetau's words on the place : "The Jews 
are accused by Moses, for that Moses's writings condemn 

t Orig. in EpiEt. od Horn. 1. 4. c. 4. [vol. 1. p. 528. col. 1. PBr.l7S9.] 
Basil, da Spir. Sanot, c. 14. [vol. 3. p. 37. Pur. 1839.] Cyril, in Job. 1. 
i. 0. 8. [c. 2. p. 2&7. hnta. 1638.} 
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them for not believing in Jesus : the Save alao are said to 
tnist ill Moses, because they trusted in the {iromiscs containcil 
in Moses's writings, though thev voulil not acknonleJge the 
accomplishment nf them m Chnst." The Scribes and Phari- 
sees, in the beguiling of the chapter, tnke occasion from our 
Snviour's curing a lame man on the Sabbath-diaf , to rnil at 
him at a Sabbath breaker and impostor. To nhicb be 
answered, proving by many arguments that he was the Son of 
God, and commissioned by him to reform and to save the 
world : to this purpose he appeals to the testimony of John, 
chap. V. 'd2, 33, to the miracles he wrought, ver. 3G, 37, and 
last of all, to their own law, the writings of Moses and the 
prophets, which they seemed so highly to prize, and so much 
to depend upon, ver. 39, " Search the Scriptures, for iu them 
ye think ye have eternal hfe, and they arc they which testify 
of roe :" and then tells them, that if after all this they did 
not own and believe on him, there was no need that he should 
accuse them to the Father ; Moses, that is. the writings of 
Moses and the prophets would rise up in judgment against 
them, and condemn them ; for iu not believing on him, they 
declared they did as httle heUeve what Moses had wrote, 
since lie wrote of him ; and therefore notwithstanding their 
high pretences of faith and zeal for Moses and the prophets, 
they were infidels as well to the law as to the Gospel, and 
threw aa much dirt and contempt on their writings, as on his 
words, ver. 45, 46, 47, "Do not think that I will accuse you 
to the Father ; there is one that accuseth you, even Moses, 
in whom ye trust. For had je believed Moses, ye would have 
believed me ; for he wrote of me : but if ye believe not hia 
writings, how shall ye believe my words?" 

Another text they allege in defence of this doctrine, is Bev. 
\ii. 10: "And I heard a loud Toice saying in heaven. The 
accuser of our brethren iscast down, which accused them before 
our God day and night." Now, say they, the devils cannot 
accuse men, but they must first know for what ; and if the 
devils know the actions of men, can we for shame deny it to 
the saints and angels ? 

To this two things may be returned. 1. That by the war 
iu heaven, and the success of it, mentioned in these verses, 
from the 7tli to the II th, betwixt Michael and his angels on 
the one side, and the Dragon and his angels on the other, may 
be represented the conflict betwuit the Primitive Church and 
the Pagan emperors ; the good and had angels, after an iuviaible 
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inHiuipr, taking their respective sides, and opposing each other ; 
and theD by the accusatioti the devil is contiinially presentiug 
of the brethren before God, may be signified the wicked 
calumiiieB and abominable slanders of incests, adulteries, pro- 
miscuous lusts, murders, conspiracies agMnst princes, and the 
like, that the infidels, by the devil's inatigatiou and malice, 
raised against the Christians before the Emperor, and others 
the subordinate governors of provinces. '2. Though it be 
granted that the devil knows the actions of men, it does not 
follow that the saints and angels must do so too ; he being s 
little nearer to men on earth, than angels and saints in heaven 
are: he is called the "prince of the power of the air;"* 
and is confined to this lower region, and therefore is often so 
near as to see and hear men, though he is invisible himself: 
hence he is said to " go up and down like a roaring lion, 
seeking whom he may devour."t And when in the book of 
Job he is represented as comuig before God to accuse and 
beUe Job, and is asked by God, "Whence comest thou?" he 
thus answered, " Prom going to and fro in the earth, and from 
walking up and down in it."^ 

Now one would think that their proofs run low, and their 
cause is gasping, when they fly to a parable to support it ; and 
yet this they do, and lay great stress upon it. It is tliat of 
Dives and Lazarus, Luke svi. from the 19th to the Slat verse. 
They tell ua, that Abraliani heard Dives calling to him out of 
hell, that he knew very well what a sensual luxurious life he 
hadUvedon earth, ver. 24, 25. Dives cried, and said, "Father 
Abraham, have mercy on me," &c, — And Abraham said, 
" Son, remember that thou in thy life-time receivedst thy good 
things." Nay, that Dives in hell knew what was the condi- 
tion of hia brethren on earth, and the great danger they 
were in, and was so much concerned for their welfare, as to 
beseech Abraham to send or procure them a messenger from 
the dead, to persuade them to repent, ver, 28. " I pray thee 
therefore, father, that thou wouldest send him to my father's 
house, for I have five brethren ; that he may testify unto them, 
lest they also come into this place of torment." la there not 
now as much charity in heaven as in hell 1 and may not the 
blessed spirits above be supposed to be as much concerned, and 
OS ready to forward the repentance and salvation of their 
brethien, as the damned beneath ? 

* Eph. ii. 2, t 1 Pet. [v.] B. I Jub i. 7. 
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Here tno things are to be considered : 

1 . That this, in all probability, is a parable, and so ia not to 
be stretched too far, nor au argument to be dravn from every 
particular and circumslancc iii it : the proper use of parables 
IS rather to illustrate tlian prove ; and if they conclude as to 
any thing, it is that only which is the mun scope and design 
of them : now nbat our Saviour principally designed in this, 
is very obvious to any one that reads it ; it could be no other 
than to shew, that there remains no mercy, no hopes of salva- 
tion in the other world, no, not bo much as a mitigation of 
torments i and that no new revelation or miracle ie to be es- 
pectcd thence for the conviction of those obstinate wretches, 
who would not be wroi^ht upon by the means of grare they 
have already ; and therefore b not to be driven any farther. 

2. But if they will argue from it as a real history (which 
must be eDtifessed was the opinion of some of the Fathers), it 
proves too much, and more than they would have it, and so 
nothing at all. 

As, (1.) That a spirit may have parts and members, since 
tongues, and eyes, and fingers are ascribed to Dives and 
Lazarus in the other world before the resurrection. 

{'^.) That the saints in heaven have not only a knowledge of 
our state and condition, but that they have this knowledge by 
their own natural power, that they see and hear us as Abraham 
did Dives ; for since Dives ssw and heard Abraham, as well as 
Abraham Dives, it euuld not be by a supernatural gift, nnleas 
we can think the damned in hell also capable of it, 

(3.) Whereas it ia said, " Why may not the saints know 
what is done here on earth, as well as Abraliam knew what 
maimer of life Dives led when he was there?" I answer, 
Abraham might be informed of this by Lazarus that lay in his 
bosom, who had been contemporary with Dives on earth, and 
an eye-witness of it : now because Abraliam knew what waa 
the conversation of one man on earth, must the saints in 
heaven have a general and nniversal knowledge of all men upon 
it ? and because Abraham might have this by particular infor- 
mation from Lazarus, may the saints come by it without any 
information that we know of? 

(4.) Whereas it is said also, that Dives knew the number 
and condition of his brethren, and shaU we deny that privilege 
to the saints that is in some manner granted to damned spirite J 
I answer, it might not be Ion}; since Dives had left this world 
and the society of his brethren, and so might well remember 



them, anil vhat their condition vas ; and if from hence they 
argue, that thu saiuta in heaven ret^n the knonledge of their 
puticular friends and hrethren they left hehind in this valley 
of teara, and rememhering their wants and dangers, intercede 
for them at the throne of grace, I shall not need to oppose it, 
it being not to the purpose ; bnt that the saints in hettven 
should have an univerBa! knowledge of men, whom and whose 
condition they never knew, having left this world many 
hundreds of years before they came into it, becanse Dives in 
hell knew the state of his brethren, with whom he had lived on 
earth, and was not for any long time parted from them, is very 
strange reasoning, and what cannot be granted. 

(5.) AgEun, whereas they say that Dives in hell had so much 
compassion for his brethren, as to cndcavonr and seek means 
to prevent their damnation ; and shall we think the saints in 
heaven have less charity for their brethrenj and are less con- 
eerned for their salvation? I answer. No. We beheve the 
saints have a most tender love and concern for ns ; hut we do 
not beUeve this for the sake of any argument drawn from the 
example of damned spirits ; for we think they have no charity 
at aU, but being in hell, are wholly of a helhsh temper, made 
up pnrely of niahce, and envy, and spite, without the least 
spark of love or pity, doing what mischief they can, and 
desirous to do more than they can, but having a perfect hatred' 
to every thing that is good, or that has the leaat tendency 
towards it. And therefore Maldonate thinks, that the reason 
why Dives was so earnest to have a preacher of repentance 
sent to his brethren, was not so nmch ont of charity to them, 
as love to himself; not so much to prevent their misery, as 
for fear of mcreasing his own, if by the wicked example he had 
given them, they also should come to that place of torment. 
Cardinal Cajetau givea another reason for it, but less probable, 
that Dives desired it out of pride and ambition, for the glory 
and exaltation of his family ; having discovered ancb glorious 
tilings in heaven that Abraham and Laaams enjoyed above 
what thi" lower world conld boast of, he desired his hrethren 
might rise to the possession of them, more to satisfy Ins proud 
and anibitions humour, than prompted to it by any com- 
passionate and charitable disposition. 

The last thing to be considered, is a passage in the Old 
Testament, which the Catholic Scripturist colls* a reserve, as 

• Page 331. 
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ffliat he most depcndcil upon : he thus delivers himself, " Elias 
ilepartcd out of tliis lite the IKtIi year of King Jchoshaphat, 
2 Kings ii. 11. Now Jchosluphat reigned 25 years, 3 Chron. 
\x. 31. So that seven years of Jehoshaphat's reign passed 
after the departure of Elias. Then Joram his son reig;ned for 
him, 2 Chron. mi. 12. After some time of this Joram's reign, 
there came a writing to him from Kliaa the prophet, saying. 
Thus saith the Lord, because thou haat not walked in the w»y8 
of Jehosbaphat thy lather, &c. And then he tells him mauy 
particular acts of his, all done after Elias was dead. Elias 
therefore being departed, knew what passed, and shewed great 
care to help God's people, his brethren, in writing after his 
departure this letter." 

This is bis Eu^ment ftom these texts, miditwasliellarmine's 
and others of their doctors before him. 

Against it I might, 1. Set the opinions of other of the 
learned men, that are contrary to this : as, that it was not 
Elijah the Tiahbite, but some other of that name that sent this 
writing ; su Gajetan. That it was Elisha the prophet, undra 
the name of Ehjab, who succeeding him in his office, and being 
possessed with his spirit, might, as John the Baptist afterwaidi, 
he called hy his name ; so Vatablus. That Elijah, by way of 
prophecy, wrote this letter before he was translated, and left it 
with Elisha, or some other good man, to have it conveyed to 
Jorani, So a man of God prophesied of Josiah by name, long 
before be was bom, 1 Kings xiii. 2. So did Isaiah of Cyroa, 
Isa. slv. 1 . And so might Elijah of Joram ; foreseeing by tlu 
spirit of prophecy, the abominable wickednesses that he nrouU 
commit, and withal, that the fierce and wicked temper of hia 
mind, would not admit any living prophet to come before him, 
wrote this letter before he left the world, to reprove him for 
his crimes, and foretcl his doom. 

But waiving these, I douht not, 2. but to make it appear, 
that EUjah was olive here on earth, when Joram was guilty of 
these murders and outrages. For it is very plain that Joram 
was made viceroy twice in bis father's life-time ; after the last 
of which, he never resigned the crown back to bis father. The 
first was about the 1 7t£ year of Jehosbapbat bis father, on ths 
occasion of his going with Ahab king of Israel to assist him in 
his war against Ramotb Gilead ; this is mentioned 2 Kings i, 1 7. 
The second about the 22nd year of Jehosbapbat, on a like 
occasion ; when at the solicitation of Jcborani king of Israel, 
' e went with him to fight against Moab. Then again he sets 



hia son Jorsm iii the throne, 2 Kings Tiii. 16. "In the fifth 
year of Je^wnmi, the son of Ahab king of larael, Jehoshaphat 
being then king of Judah, Jehoram the son of Jchoahaiihat 
began to reign." Now here it was that Joram, in his fetner'a 
abgence, thinking thereby to estabUsh himself in the throne, 
began hia reign with the barbarous slaughter of his brethren 
and princes of Judah ; for it ia apparent that Joram's eight 
years reign, 2 Chron. s-ii. 5, began here, forasmuch as they 
are said to end with Jehoram king of Israei's tweltli year, 
2KingsTiii. 35. Itbeingtbefifthof Jehoram that he was made 
king by his bthcr, and the twelfth of Jehoram when he died, 
his reign must be reckoned to begin at that time. Now that 
this was done before Elijah the prophet was translated, appears 
in that £liaha waa but newly come from being an eye-witness 
of bia master's translation, when, by a miracle, he rehered the 
army of the three kings in Moab, who were ready to perish 
for want of water, 2 Kings iii. 1 1, and that that conid not be 
till some considerable time after Joram was appointed viceroy 
by hia father. So that it should seem, when jehoshaphat first 
set out for the war with the other two kings, Elijah was on 
the earth ; and hearing of Joram's cmeltiea, writes this letter 
to him, and immediately afterwards was tidcen «p in a whirl- 
wind. Thus the cruelties Joram acted, and the letter Elijah 
wrote to bim on that occasion, were done in the interval 
betwixt Jehoshaphat's making him viceroy, and the armies 
wanting water. But Jehoshaphat made his son Joram king ia 
the fifth year of Jehoram king of Israel, 2 Kings viii, 16. | 
And Jehoram king of Israel began his reign in the eighteenth i 
year of Jehoshaphat, 2 Kings iii. t. So that Joram was made ] 
king by Jehoshaphat his father, about the 22nd of his reign ; 
and if EUjnh remained on earth to see or hear of the wicked- 
ness of Joram, he could not be translated till about the 22ud of J 
Jehoshaphat ; but the author of the Cathohc Scripturist says, 
it was in the eighteenth year of Jehoshaphat, and cites for i^ 
2 Kings ii. 1 ] . I answer, the Catholic Scripturist says so, but 
imposes on the reader, the text aaying no such thing ; it names 
no time, but only relates matter of fact : "Audit came to paaa 
as they still went on and talked, that behold there appeared a 
chariot of fire, and horses of fire ; and he saw him no more, 
and he took hold of his own clothes and rent them ii 
pieces." 

Butaa little proof as tliey have that the saints above have 
au universal knowledge of us and our condition, they will yet. 
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^ The best of it is, they are all but pussibiltties grounded o 
poner of God, which we are far from denying : but say 
answer to them, that it docs not follow that God does do it 
because he can do it : especially when they cannot prove that 
God does do it, and we can that he does it nut. 

Four ways they lay down, whereby the saints may come to 

' the knowledge of men and their conditions. 

I . By information from the augcis ; and for this they make 
e of St. Austin's authori^ ;* but what does St. Austiu say T 

[ Why, only that it is possible they may hear something from 
aogi'lieal relation. But, I . It is yet to be proved, t^t the 
■ngels themselves have by virtue of their ministers here on earth, 

I or any other way, such an universal knowledge of us, as to be 
able to inform the saints as to even' particular and circum- 
stance of our state. 2, This spoils their ailment taken from 

I ttie equahty of the saints with the angels ; tor if they have it 
at second hand from the angels, they are in this particular 
inferior to them from whence they had it. 3. This overthrows 
also their other argument,t that the saints hear our prayers 

iafler the same manner that the angets know the repentance of 
■ sinner ; for it seems the saints know our prayers from the 
report of the angels, but angels the conversion of a sinner, by 
being conversant amongst men, and observing the change. 
i. The angels, by virtue of their ministry here ou earth, cannot 
know the hearts of men, and their most secret desires ; and 
therefore BellarmineJ rejects this way as iusufficient. The 
Angels cannot acijuaint the saints with what they know not 
themselves ; and yet every prayer that is put up to them, sup- 
poses they do know them, unless we cau tluuk they espouse 
the cause and request of their votaries at random, whether 
they are sincere or no. Nay, we are taught by the Council of 
Trent to put up not only vocal hut mental prayers to them, 
that is, prayers without words or speech, only in the secret 
thoughts of our souls ; and this necessarily supposes they 
know our thoughts and our hearts, contrary to the eiipreas 
words of Scripture : " He, even he knows all the hearts of the 
children of men," 1 Kings viii. 3!). " It is he that sueth in 

• Porannt el ab Aiigelis, qni — et audire aliquid mortai. Ue Car. pro 
Hort. c. li. [ut >u]>ra, vol. G. p. 527.] 

t Unde gciuut An^li coavi^raiuaain peccaCurum, itide Bcinat Sancti 
UuCnuprectn. Bell. c. 20. [«. lU.] [vol. 2. p. 412. col. 2. Prag. 1721.] 
- I De Sanct. Beat. 1. 20, [I. 1. c. 20.] [ibia. p, 41ti. col. 2.] 
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secret," Matth. vi. 4. God chalieiigeth it as pcculinr to him- 
self, Jer. svii. 9, 10, " I the Lord searcli Hie heart and try 
the reins," No man can know the thoughts of a man's hewt, 
but the man whose thoiigbts they are, miless God himself, 
who made and fashioned the heart of man, and is intimior, as, 
the schools speaks, nearer to man than man can be to himself. 
1 Cor. ii. II, "For what man knoweth the things of a man, 
save the spirit of man which is in him ?" 

2. £y a certain kind of inconceivable swiftness of motion, 
wherewith the angelical order may be endowed, and glorified 
saints also, being made equal unto them. But, I. This ' 
equality betwist the saints and angels in all particulars, wa« ' 
disproved before. 2. Bellanoine* himself confesses, that this 
celerity of motion is not sufficient ; but that to the hearing of 
prayers put up at the same time in far distant places, it is re- 
quisite that the angels and saints should be present at the 
same time in every place. The angels and saints have a cer- 
tain ubiquity and omnipresence belonging to them, or they 
have not : if they have not, it is confessed they cannot hear 
the prayers of men r if they say they have, they attribute that ■ 
perlection to them, which their own authors ownf to he above 
the condition of a creature ; and the Scripture plainly tells us is 
God's peculiar, Psalm cxsxix. 7, 8, !J, 10, " Whither shall I go 
from thy Spirit ? or whither shall I flee from thy presence ? If 

I ascend up into heaven, thou art there ; if I make my bed 
in hell, behold thou art there ; if I take the wings of the 
morning, and dwell in the uttermost parts of the sea, even there 
shall thy hand lead me, and thy right hand shall hold me." 

3, By the glass of the Deity, wherein all things ari repre- 
sented to their view that are in God. "They see all things, 
by beholding him who sees all things." But how then came 
the blessed angels, who always behold the face of God in 
glory, to be ignorant of the great work of man's redemption, 
till it was made known to them by the Church 1 1 Pet. i. 1 2. 
How came they also to be ignorant of the day of judgment ? 
Is not the day yet pitched upon by God ? Does not God 
himself know it? Or do not they always live in the presence 
of God, and stand about his throne? "Yet," says our 
Saviour, " of that day and hour knoweth no man, no not the 
angels in heaven, but the Father only," Matth. siiv. 36. 
Nay, does not our Saviour let us know, that he himself as 



• BeU. de Sanct. Beat. c. 20. [Ibid.] 
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I, though his hiimnnity whs hy postal ically united to tlip 
tfvinity dill not know it ? " NeithiT the Son, hut the Fatlier." 
Lnke xiii. 32. Accordingly their own nuthors tells us, that 
" this glass is not a ucceesary or natural glass, but voluntary, 
Dot naturally and necessarily exhiliitlng to their sight all tbmga 
that arc m God ; for then the creature would comprehend 
God, and his knowledge be infinite like his, but only in that 
dfgree, and aa to such things as God pleases-" But bow then 
are we to know what they do see in it, and wliat tbey do not '( 
To what particulara their knowledge extends, and of what 
they are ignorant? And unless we did know this, with what 
doubts and uncertainties must we put up our prayers to them f 

4. By revelation from God. And by this means indeed the 
saints in heaven may come to know our prayers and our hearts 
too : God can, if he pleases, reveal both to them. But how 
do they know God does or wiU at all times do it, when prayers 
Tocal or mental are put up to them ? It is not enough that 
God out do it, unless a promise can he produced that he will. 
He caa tell my friend at Rome what I sny in London ; but I 
do not therefore believe he does do it. This Bellarmine tells 
ns, is the manifest opinion of St. Austin if whereas St, Austin^ 
mentions it only as a probable way amongst others, and as to some 
things only: but if this was St. Austin's opinion, it seems it 
was not his : he confesses it is the fittest argument to convince 
heretics with, but dares not undertake for the reasonableness 
of it, unless the Church ordered, or at least gave leave, that 
before prayers are at any time put up to the saints, God be 
invoked to reveal and make known those prayers to them ; 
his words are these, " If the saints need a new revelation every 
time they are prayed to, the Church were too bold to address 
to the saints to pray tor them, before tbey had addressed to 
God to reveal their prayers to the saints."^ 

But has not God many times revealed secret things to his 
servants the prophets 7 Enabled them to know the hearts of 
men, and foretel tiiture events ? How came Samuel to know 
who Saul was, that he had never seen before 1 How came St. 

* Est enim speculum votuntarium. BiEl. Non potest: m ipso videre 
omoia, sed vel plora vel pauciora. Tboni. Ai]. pa. 1. <|U. 12. Ardc. 3. 
[vol. 20. p, 51. (!ol. I. Veaet. 17S7.] 

+ Apertifiaini Augnstinj sentonda. 

X PaasonC Spiritua oliijua, apuita Dei revelante, cognoscere. DeCur. 
pro Mort [nt supra, p. ft26.] 

^ Si indigereot Sancd nova revelalionc, &c. Dc Sanct. Bent. 1. 1. c. 
20. [ut supra, ] 
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Peter to knon liow much Annnias ond Sapphira sold the land 
for, when they had concealed the true pric* ? l£ow came Elisha 
the prophet to know what pa§aed hetwcen his servant Gohazi 
and Naaman, at a great distance from him ? How came the 
same prophet to tell the king of Israel all that the king of 
Syria did in his bed chamher, had not God revealed these 
things to them 1 And why may he not as well reveal to holy 
spirits in heaven, things that are done on earth 1 Ay, but it 
ia still, why may he not t We want proof that he does. Be- 
sides, does it follow, that because he revealed some things to 
his prophets on earth, he now reveals all things to his siunts 
in heaven 1 That because he revealed some things to hig 
prophets on earth for the greater confirmation of their au- 
thority, and promoting the service of God they were sent 
about, he must now make such revelations to them in heaven, 
now the business of their vocation is over, and they have no 
need of such confirmation ? Again, this is so far from being 
an argument, that God reveals to saints in heaven all things 
relating to us and our state, that it is an argument that he 
does not do it. For whilst he revealed some things to Elisha, 
he kept others hid from him ; and though he acquainted him 
with the wickedness of Gehazi, he did not acquamt him vcith 
the death of the Shunamitc's son, 2 Kings iv. 27, " Her soul is 
vexed within her, and the Lord hath hid it from me, and hath 
not told rae." 

To all this we may add, that as God has no where told us, 
that he does make known to blessed spirits the hearts and 
requests of men ; so he has in eifect told us, that he does not ; 
else how could it he said of the good King Josiah, " Thou 
shalt be gathered into thy grave in peace, neither shall thy eyes 
see the evil I wdl bring upon this pkce?" 2 Kings xsii. 30. 
" The dead know not any thing," that is, of the affairs of this 
world, says the Preacher, Eccles. tx. 5. " His sous come to 
honour, and he knoweth it not ; and they are brought low. 
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other state, chap. siv. 21. When Ehjah was to he taken up 
into heaven, he thus spake to Ehsha, " Ask what thou wilt, 
before I am taken from thee," 2 Kings ii. 9. Strongly im- 
plying, that when he was once gone, it nas in vain to a^ any 
thing of him ; for could he have heard his requests in the 
other state, his capacity to gratify him must needs have been 
as great as it was here, being no less dear to God, and in his 
favour. 
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St. Austin makes use of twii texts more to this purpose,* 
" When my father and mother forsake me, the Lord tnkutli me 
up," Psalm xsvii. 111. From whence he argues, that if our 
parents forsake us in death, how can they know or be in- 
terested in our ai!urs after death ? And if our parents then 
have no knovfledge of us, who amongst the dead beside am 
we imag^e should ? But if this text should be thought not 
so pertinently applied, the other is more without e^ceptiou, 
Ira. Ixiii. 16: "Thou art our Father, though Abraham be 
ignorant of ub, and Israel acknowledge us not." From whence 
he concludes, that if so great and famous patriarchs as Abn- 
ham and Isaac did not uuderstanil how the world went with 
their posterity after they were dead, why should we think that 
the dead are m any condition to administer relief and help to 
their surviviug friends ? 

III. 

2Vb proof from Scripture that AngeU ami Saitilg departed 

are entnuted with the care and ffovernment of lAe world 

under God. 

Bellabmine tells us, that "the saints above are set oVe» 
the Church, that they are gods by participation, that they 
are commissioned by God to take care of this lower world.'"+ 
And these he endeavours to prove, I. From texts that denote 
the ministry of angels in general. 2. From texts that doiot^ 
the particular ministry of angels over particular persons. 3. 
From texts that denote the ministry of angels over particnlar 
provinces and kingdoms. A. From texts that relate to ue tbe 
appearance of some saints after they were dead. 5. From 
some metaphorical expressions the Scripture makes use of 
to display the glory and happiness the saints shall have in 
heaven. 

1, From texts that denote the ministry of angels in general. 
The ApoBtie tells us, Heb. i. IJ, "Are they not all ministering 
spirits, sent forth to minister for them who shall be heirs of 
salvation T" And says the Psalmist, Ps. xci. II, "He shall 
give his angels charge over thee, to keep thee in all thy ways." 

But these texts only shew, that the angels in general do, by 
the command and direction of God, minister to good men, 

" Dc Cur, pro Mort. c. 13. 

t Prtepostti Eccte. Dii. per partEcipitioneni , Curam gerere remm 
nDBtrarum. De Beat. Sanct. 1. 1 . c. 20. [ut supra, p. 419. col. ].] de 
Cull, 1. 3. c. 9. [Ibid. p. 500. col, 2.1 
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espcciaUy in timca of danger and distress ; lint that this their 
niiuiBtrv is a sufficient foundation to worship them, does not^at 
all appear from the texts, biit rather the contrary ; for iu 
sci. lii, the prophet, immediately after he had mentioned the i 
protection and sofegitard God affords his servants by the : 
ministry of angels, subjoins a direction to whom we should 
apply for that protection ; and he does not send us to the j 
angels, who are but God's ministers " that do his pleasu; 
but to God himself, their Lord and ours, and of the whole j 
creation, who gives it them in charge, not saying if he calla ] 
upon them, they will succour him, but "he shall call upon 
me, and I will answer him ; I will be with him ia trouble, I 
will deliver him, and honour him." 

2. From texts that seem to intimate something concerning 
guardian angels over particular persons. The chiefest ar^ 
Dan. X. 13, "Michael, one of the chief princes, carae to help 
me :" and ver. 21, "And there is none that holdeth with me 
in these things, but Michael your prince." Matth. XTiii. 10, 
" Take heed that ye despise not one of these little ones ; for I 
SHy unto you, that their angels do always heboid the face of i 
my Fatlier, which is in heaven." Acts xii. 13, St. Peter ' 
knocking at the door, they said, " it is hia angel." And before, 
from ver. 7 to 12, "Now I know of a surety," says the 
Apostle, "that the Lord hath sent his angel, and hath deli- 
vered me." 

Now, (1.) from hence it does not foUow, that all men in the 
world, whether Jews, or Turks, or wicked Christians, have a 
particular angel appomted by God to attend on them from the 
first to the last day of their lives, as is the doctrine of the 
Church of Borne, but only the number of good men. Nor, 

(2.) That good men have always one and the same angel 
to be their guardian, but that God may appoint now one or 
more, and at another time others. Nor, 

(3.) That this attendance and ministry of theirs is constant 
and uninterrupted, but only on some special occasions, in times 
of danger, whether spiritual or temporal, of sin or suffering. 
Nor, 

(<!.) Taking it for granted, that every good man has a par- 
ticular angel appointed by God as his guardian ; does it 
follow that he does any thing of himself, but all things by hia 
direction and over-ruhng hand, who ordered him to that par- 
ticular service. 

3. From texts that seem to intunate that God has set parti- 



I 



242 THE WORSHIP or THE CIlCRCn OF ROME. 

tnil&r angels ovi>r partirular (countries mill provinces tn govern 
and Hf^end tbem. These are cfaicfly two; Dnn. x. 20, 21, 
where meutinn h mode of the Prinre of Pi-rsia, and the I'naix 
of Griecio, and Michael the prince of God's peoiile. The other 
is Dent, xixii. 8, which some of the (.'hiirch of Rome would 
hare to be read thus, " When the Most High divided the 
nations, when he scpnmted the Bons of Adnni, lie set the honnds 
of the people aeconling to the numher of Ihe nngels of God ; 
iraWr SpiS/mr ™>' AyyiXur ©toS.' 

To the first of these it will he enough to say. that this was a 
Tision of the Prophet's, and that there is no more re«gon to 
build an article of faith on every circumstance in it, than on 
those in H parable ; we may as well conclude that the touch of 
B11 angel is necessary to the inapiring of a prophet, because it 
was so done to Daniel, ver. 10, or that it is in the power of an 
evil auge] to hinder a. good angel in the executing his office God 
has appointed him to, because (ver. 13,) it is said, that a 
good angel sent by God to comfort Daniel, was withstood by 
an evil one, one and twenty days ; as that all the IdngdomB of 
the world have a particular guardian angel to preside over 
them, because here is mention made of the princes of Persia, 
and Grcecia, and of God's people. Not here to dispute, whe- 
ther by the princes of Grtecia and Persia are meant angels, or 
the kingsof those countries; or if angels be meant, whether they 
were good or bad ; or whether by Michael be meant a mere 
angel, or Christ ; the most that can be gathered from them is, 
not that those augeU are commissioned by God to have under 
them the settled government of those couotries, but that God 
thought fit to send them at that time on that pardcular ena- 
ployment. 

To the other test in Deuteronomy, I shall only observe, 
that it is a corrupt reading of the test according to the LXX., 
who, as it should seem, were infected with the heathen doc- 
trine of dfemons govcmine the world imder the supreme God, 
and that the Hebrew text has them as we translate, " He set 
the bounds of the people according to the number of the chil- 
dren of Israel." 

4. From tests that shew, that saints departed have after- 
wards appeared on the earth. So they tell us, Moses and 
Elias were sent to attend on Christ at his transfiguration on 
Mount Tabor, and many others appeared at his resurrection ; 
and why may not they and other saints be employed by God 
"- other services aud ministriea on earth for the good of his 
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Church?" Matth. xvii. 3, "There appeared unto them Mosei 
and EhiiH talking with him" Matth. xxvii. 52, "And the 
graTes were opened, and many bodies of the sointa which slept, 
arose, and came out of the graves alter his resurrection, Eind 
went into the holy city, and appeared iinto many." 

Yes, Glod may do thia if he pleascB ; hut they are to prove 
that he ordinarily does do it. These were singular and extra- 
ordinary dispensations, and no general conclusion can be drawn 
from one or two particular instances, that because God once or 
twice employed saints departed on a special occasion, he fre- 
quently and ordinarily employs them on all occasions. God 
may, if he thinks fit, dispense with or empower one or more 
of that heavenly hody in some certain cases and times, to 
minister to some aifairs and some men ; but on this cannot he 
raised an article of faith, that the souls of the righteous are 
usually conversant amougst men, and have the custody of them 
committed to their care. 

5. From texts wherein the excelling glory and happiness of 
the Apostles and other eminent saints at the day of jn^;mcnt, 
is U-Tely set forth by high and siutabte metaphors: such are 
Eev. ii. 26, " He that ovcrcometh, and keepeth my works 
unto the end, to him will I give power over the nations, and hs 
shall rule them with a rod of iron ; as the vessels of a potter 
shall they he broken." 

I do not think these words are to be meant of that miracu- 
lous power and spirit God gave the Apostles and first bishops 
of the Church, wherewith they were enabled to convert the 
heathen world, and bring them over to Christianity, as somV 
learned men have expounded thcnt : but as those words, " Hti 
that keepeth my works unto the end," limit the sense as to 
place, to the other world, and the glory and happiness thoM 
faithful servants of Christ shall partake of in heaven ; so those 
other that follow, " and he shall rule them with a rod of iroB^ 
as the vessels of a potter they shall be broken to shivers," 
limit it aa to time, and shew, that they are not to enter upoq 
this part of their glory till the resurrection, when they snalL 
come with Christ to judge the world, and condemn the wicked. 
And because the saints, as members of Christ their Head, and 
attendants on his throne, shall partake of his splendour and 
majesty, when he appears with them to judge the world ; there- 
fore is that judgment he shall then exercise over all mankind, 
and the dreadful sentence he shall then denounce against the 
ungodly, iu some sense attributed to them : " They shall judge 
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Ae nations, and have dominion orcrthi^ fipople, unci thfir Lont 
ihftU roign for evpr," Wisd. iii. A. •• Ye that hHvc followed 
^le iu the regeneration, nhen the Son of Man shall sit in the 
I .throne of his glory, ye also shall sit upon twelve thrones, 
I judging the twelve trihes of Israel," Matth. xis, 28, " Know 
ft not that the saints sliall judge the world ?" 1 Cor. vi. 2. 
" He coDieth with ten thousand of his saints to exeeute jui^- 
I Bent on all, and to convince all of iheir uugodlv deeds," Jude, 
rer. l-I, 15. 
But Bellarmine tells us, that the iron rod does not here «g- 
I nily a judicial, but only a pastoral rod ; and so the power and 
f authority here conferred on the saints is, " to rule and govern," 
" not to judge and punish the nations ;" and consequently 
it be meant of a power the saints shall exercise before tte 
I resurrection, ami not after, when the world shall he at an end, 
I lud there be no nations for them to exercise dominion over. 
I And this he endeavours to strengthen by adding, that the word 
, in Psalm ii, 9, (from whence tiis text is taken) signifies in 
the original, to feed or govern, and is by the Septungint trans- 
lated TcoifiaKig, pasties ; and that the Psalmist speaks there of 
' Christ's whole iuhcritancc, which he cannot be said to punish 
and destroy ; he rules all, but condemns only the obstinale 
I and rebellious ; as also in Rev. vii. 5, the woman in the 
I trildemesB is said to bring forth a sod, that shall nde all 
nadonB with a rod of iron. But says he, " Christ does not 
punish and condemn all nations, though he rule them all." 
To this it is answered, I. That though rod, put by itself, is 
' in Scripture applied to a pastoral government, aa Micali vii. 14, 
" Feed thy people with thy rod ;'' yet to rule with a rod of 
iron, is always, in the Scnpture, taken in the worst sense, not 
to rule or govern, but to inflict pmiishment, and that with 
sreat severity : such are the strokes of an iron rod, that give 
the smartest pain, and cause the deepest wound. So in Psalm 
I. Gxlis, 8, " Let a two-edged sword be in their haiids, to hind 
ktheir kings with chains, and their nobles with fetters of iron." 
pent, xxviii. 48, "Thou shalt serve thine enemy, &c, and he 
shall put a yoke of iron upon tli^ neck, imtil he have destroyed 
thee." Deut. iv. 20. The affliction and bondage of the Jews 
in Egypt is, for the heaviness of it, called an iron furnace ; 
" The Lord brought you out of the iron furnnco.'' And there- 
fore the Septtiagint, and Bellarmine from them, were mistaken 
in translating the word in the 2nd Psalm, to "rule or feed, 
(when it is not tir em, pastes, but teraem, franget, ot conterea). 




lYERB TO SAINT3 AND ANGELS, 245 

not thou shalt rule, but as we rightly render it, ' ' thou shall 
break them with a rod of iron." Accordingly the words in 
Rev. sii. 5, " He shall rule all nations with a rod of iron," are 
explained by those in Rev. six. 15, "Out of his mouth goeth 
a sharp aword, that with it he ahould smite the nations, and he 
shall rule them with a rod of iron ; and he treadeth the wine- 
press of the fierceness and wrath of Almighty God," 

2. The Prophet does not speak in the 2nd Psalm of break- 
ing his inberitaace with a rod of iron, but the heathen ; " he 
shall bruise them," not it, vii. those of the heathen who would 
not become Christ's inheritance ; and therefore it follows, and 
" dash them in pieces like a potter's vessel ;" both paasagei 
arc spoken of the same subject ; and if his inheritance cannot 
be meant in the latter, neither in the former : the true sense of 
the words is, that Christ's dominion should become so large and 
universal, as to reach to all the nations of the world ; and 
withal so powerful and irresistible, that those amongst them 
that would not bow and submit to his golden sceptre, his righ- 
teous and merciful government, should be broken and dashed 
ui pieces by his iron rod, hy his terrible and insupportable 
judgments ; suitably hereunto the " all nations," mentioned in 
Rev. sii' is to be understood of heathens and infidels ; for so 
the Jews were wont to call all that were not of their own 
country. Gentiles or nations. 

Having been so long in setting this text in its tnie l^ht, I 
shall not need to say much in the explication of the rest cited 
by them to this purpose. Thus when it is swd. Rev. iii. 12, 
" Him that overeometh will I make a pdlar in the temple .trf 
my God," the meaning is, he shall in a high degree be blessed 
and glorious in the kingdom of heaven, answerable to ths 
eminent degree of service he has done for Christ and his Church, 
and the victories he has wrought over the heathen and idola- 
trous world, vanquishing the prejudices, and triumphing over 
the lusts of men, converting tbeni to Christianity : " He shall 
be as a pillar in the temple of my God:" he shall shine as 
bright in heaven, and be as immoveably fixed m glory, as the 
two pillars in Solomon's temple,* Boaz and Jachin, that were 
the illustrious grace and ornament of it. As he was a pillar in 
the Church on earth, remaining himself unshaken against all 
the winds of heresy, and storms of persecution, and sustainii^ 
and cooflrmuig others by his doctrine and example; so in 

• 1 Kint-svii. 21. 



1 



^ 



246 TIIK WOBUHII' or THE CHlTKCIt OF ROME. 'W 

hcMeii shall hia reward and glory be answerable,* " having 
tunifd mmiT to righleousness, he shall shine as the brightness 
of ihe finnanicnt, and as the stars for ever and erer." Famous 
in story are Trajan's and Antoninus'e pillars, on which were 
engraven the account of their several victories and triumphs ; 
and some tell us, that on those pillars m the temple did Solo- 
mon cause all the magiiaaimous acts of his father David 
to be recorded ; so that " to be a pillar in the temple of God," 
ia to receive the honour, and renown, and immortality that is 
due to B mighty conqueror. 

And this also is the meaning of the 2l9l verse of the third of 
the Revelation; "To him that overcometh will I grant to rit 
with me in my throne ;" that is, he shall be admitted into 
heaven, which is called the throne of God, Isa. Ixvi. 1, and 
partake of my glory and exaltation, as he did of my cross and 
sufTerings. " As I overcame, and am set down with my Father 
in his throne )" that is, as my Father was pleased to exalt me, 
as the reward of my perfect obedience and sufTerings, to hia 
right hand in glory and majesty; so they, who through the 
power of my grace and spirit, shall be conquerors over sin, 
the world, and the devil, shall, as the reward of their labonis 
and victories, be exalted to the same place, and, according to 
their capacities, partake of the same gloriea and triumphs. 
Hence, saith the Apostle, " If we suffer with Christ, we 
shall also reign with him," 2 Tim. ii. 12 ; and "he hath made 
us sit together in heavenly places in Christ Jesus," £ph. ii. 6. 

Of the like nature and meaning is that m St. Matth. xxiv. 
45, 4C, 47 ! "Who then is a faithful and wise servant, whom 
his Lord hath made ruler over his household, to give them 
meat in due season ? Blessed is that servant, whom his Lord 
when he cometb, shall find so doing. Yerily I say unto you, 
that he shall make him ruler over all his goods." Our Saviour 
here alludes to a servant or steward, who having, by his care 
and faithfulness, deserved well of his master in the dischai^ 
of that trust already committed to him, hod, for his reward, a 
larger commission, and an higher place bestowed upon him ; 
suitable to those other words of our Saviour, in the parable of 
the talents, Matth. xxv. 14, " For as much as thou hast been 
faithful over a few things, I will make thee ruler over many 
things ; enter thou into the joy of thy Lord," So Luke 
xia. 13, He that improved his pound to five, had authority 
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given him over five citiea ; and he that improved his to ten, 
liad authority givea him over ten cities : he atludea, saitb 
Maldonate,* to the "manner and caatom of kings, who were 
wont to reward the faithfuhiess of their suhjects m smaller 
offices, by giving them commands over cities and provinces." 
But here it is to be observed, that this recompence and retri- 
bution for their good services, was not mode till the Lord in 
the parable returned from his long journey, and called together 
Ilia servants to give an account of their stewardship: by 
which is signified unto us, that whatever height of glory and 
dignity is represented to us by those metaphors and phrases, 
it ahafl not be conferred on the saints till after the resurrec- 
tion, when our Lord shall return to judge the world, and re- 
ward every man according to the kind, and according to the 
degree of hia work. 

From all these tests it is very evident, that as God makes 
use of angels, not as governing spirits, but as ministers of his 
will, and instruments of hia providence ; so he makes not use 
of saints departed at all. The Scripture assures us, that the 
least thing in the world,f " the birds of the air, and the hairs 
of our head," fall under God's care and inspection ; and in 
opposition to the heathen idolatry, who ascribed the govern- 
ment of the world to the heutenancy of demons under the 
supreme God, that there is "hut one God and one Lord," 
I Cor. viii. 5. Again, to draw men off from this belief, and 
from worahippingof them, St. Paul, Acts xiv. 15, puts them in 
mind of the testimony God had given them of his provi- 
dence, in sending them fruitful seasons : and if the supplies of 
outward blessings are owing to God's immediate care over men 
then are they not obliged for them to any commissioned 
demons or angels that govern under him. 

The prophet Isuah, in many places of his prophecy, chap, 
xli. 22. and chap. ihii. 11, 12, 13, and ehap. xlv. 5, 6, 7, 
assures us, that God is the great disposer of good and evil in 
all cities and places. So that nothing is more apparent, than 
that God has the concernment of the whole creation under 
his eye, and keeps the disposal of all things In hJs own hands, 
and that all things are done with his permission, if not by hia 
order and appointment ; he then must be the only object of 
our hope and trust, onr praises and thanksgivings, who is the 
author and donor of aU our blessings ; and if angels arc not 

* la luvuui. t Matth. ix. 29, 30.] 
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to )iart&kc with God in our pray^ra mid prwses, whose miiuatry 
UinI soineliiiiVB makes use of in the diapeosations of his pro- 
vidence tow&rds the sons of men, murh lesa the aciints de- 
parted, couceming whose ministry on earth for their good, the 
Scripture says not so much, says nothing at all, nay gpeaka 
iigaixiBt it. Revd. xiv. 13, " Blessed are the dead that die in 
the Lord, they rest from their labours." And St. Paid, 
speaking of the prophet David, Acts xiii. 36, says, " After he 
had served his own gencratiou by the will of God, he fdl on 
sleep:" which impfies, that after he had served God in iiia 
geucration, and was gone to heaven, that service was over, and 
he was nu longer to be employed in such ministries. 



IV. 

No proof frtim Scrijit'ure for the religiovs adoration of angeh 
and gaints departed. 

Bi religious adoration, I do not mean the hare act of adora- 
tion, which, without blame, may and has been given in common 
to God, angels, aiid men ; but adoration with such circum- 
stances of religion, whether as to time, or place, or occasion, 
or the absence and invisibility of the object, wherewith divine 
institution, or the custom of the world, has directed and pre- 
scribed God to be worshipped : for this the Komauists have 
no proof in Scripture, as will appear by examining the texts 
they produce for it. 

The first is Gen. jtviii. 2, where it is written, that " Abraham 
seeing three men st4aid before him, ran to meet them, and 
bowed himself towards the ground." 

To this the answer is obvious, that this was only a civil re- 
spect or reverence that was customarily paid in fiiat coontiy 
from man to man ; Abraham taking them to be no more than 
men, and making provision for them accordingly ; ver. 5. "I 
will fetch a morsel of bread, and comfort ye your hearts :" 
and this the Apostle favours in the E])istle to the Hebrews, 
chap. liii. 2, where exhorting to hospitality, he uses this as 
an argument, that some thereby lioi e " cntertmncd angels un- 
awares ;" that is, have entertained angels whilst they thought 
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tlicm to be but mea. I might here tidd, that some have 
thought it most likely, that one of those three angels was the 
Son of God, the " Aiigel of the Covenant," oa it ia called 
Mai, iii. I ; and " the Angel of the great Council,"* as the 
Septuagmt have it in Isa. ix. 6, And so thet Fathers ex- 
pound the text, ohBerring that in man; verges of this chapter, 
the angel that for some time after held discourse with Abraham 
concemiog the destruction of Sodom, is called by that incom' 
mnnicahle name of God, Jehovah, styled by Abraham, the 
"Judge of all the earth," ver. 17, 20, 22, 26. But this 
hinders not hut that Abraham at first thought them all three 
to be men ; nor is there any circumstance in the text, that 
speaks the respect he shewed them, to be any more than civil. 
Bellannine's next proof is from Gen. xix. which he does not 
much insist on, but others thus improve, telling ua, that Lot 
is not only stud to worship the two angels that came to him, 
"bowing himself with his face tovrards the ground," ver. I ; 
but, 19, 20, to make supplication to them in the behalf of 
Zoar, that that might be spared as a refuge to him and 
Itis family from the storm of Are that was coming on those 

To this, the same answer in ellect is to be given ; that Lot 
at first apprehended them to be no other then men, and that 
the prostration he paid them, was only an expression of civil 
respect and honour to them; though afterwards, as in the 
former instance, he might come to understand, that one of 
these two angels was also the etJ^mal Logos, the Son of God; 
to which purpose it is to be observed, that Lot, ver. 1 9, makes 
his application only to one of them, and owns him to be the 
author of his safety and deliverance ; and the very form and ' 
strain of the thaukagiving declares the person it was offered ' 
to, more than a creature ; " Behold now thy servant hath 
found grace in thy sight, and thou hast magnified thy mercy 
that thou hast shewed me :" or as the vulgar Latin hath itjj 
" thou hast magnified thy glory and thy mercy," &c. Again it 
is said, that the angel heard his petition, and accepted him 
concerning Zoar, ver. 21, which he could not have done, nor 
had it been any more in his power to have spared Zoar, than 

■ MjydXijc fivuXi'ie dyyiXo(. 

t Constant. Mag. ad Macar. Epia. Hieroa. 
c. 50. [c bX] [ut tmpra, p. 510.] S. HU. 1 
Yeian. 1730.J 

t Mafiiilidlsti Gloruun et MUetiaorcIiam. 
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the rest of the cities, had he been no more tlian uu au^. 
And it should srem, that it wns the same uigel that sjiariiJ 
Zoor, that IB sud, ver. 24, "to raiu fire and brimstone" upon 
.tbe rest, aod is there called the Lord Jehovah iu the origiual ; 
Jbr it immediately follows, afler Lot's [Ktition for Zo&r was 
muted, "Then the Lord runed upon Sodom and Gomorrah 
Srimstouc and fire from the Lord out of heaven." 

But Bellarmine lays not so great a stress on these two, as 
OD that that follows ; for says he, if it should he said, that 
Abraham and Lot thought at first that these angels were uo 
more than men, and bo the worship was no more than civil, 
that was eshihiled to them ; the like cannot be said of Balaam's 
worshipping the angel, who knew him to be an angel when he 
worshipped him ; and now says he,* " it is ridiculous Ui say, 
that it is a civil honour that is paid to angels." Numb, itsii. 
31, " Then the Lord opened the eyes of Balaam, and he saw 
the angel of the Loru standing in the way, and his sword 
drawn iu his hand, and he bowed down his head, and fell flat 
ea his face." 

I shall not Btay here to determine, whether Balaam was a 
Prophet of God, or only a heathen soothsayer ; each opiiiion 
has its learned patrons ; it is evident he was au ill man, and 
had a covetous mind ; that if he had not heeu powerfully 
OTer-ruled by the Spirit of God, he had been corrupted by the 
glorious promises of reward that Balak made hiia, and that 
when God would not aufler him to curse his peo])le Tsrael, he 
taught Balak a way how to bring a curse upon them, by 
tempting them to sin and folly, + to " eat things sacrificed to 
idols, and to commit foniication with tlie daughters of Moab." 

Now, I . The mere esample of such a man cannot be thought 
sufiicient to justify and secure the goodness of any action. 

2. The howmg and prostration was a token only of hosour 
and respect, as is due to all creatures proportionable to the 
worth and excellencies they have received from God ; aod if 
it be ridiculous to call this, as Bellarmine tells us, civil wor- 
ship, I will not quarrel with him for a word, provided it be 
owned to be a worship diiferent from religious, and is not 
called by that name : and yet after all, 1 know no reason why 
I may not shew an honourable respect and esteem to an angel 
that appears to me ou the earth, as weU as to a prophet, or 
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an eminent philosopher : nay, why I may not pay such a kind 
of worship to him, if sent to withstand me in an evil way, aa 
I may and ought to a magistrate, who is ordained by God 
to he a terror to evil works, " a revenger to exeeute wrath upon 
him that doeth evil."* 

3. There arc those who will have this angel to be the same 
mentioned in Bellarmine's nest instance, that appeared to 
Joshua, viz. "the captmn of the Lord's host," who also 
appeared with his sword drawn in his hand, as this to Balaam. 

I pass therefore to consider that text. Josh. v. 13, 14, where 
Joshua is said to fall on his face to the earth, and worship the 
angel that appeared to him. This must be confessed to be 
religious worship, from the words that follow, ver. 1 5, where 
the angel bids him, " loose thy shoe from off thy foot, for the 
place whereon thou standest is holy ground ; and Joshua did 

But then we are to observe, that Joshua did not fall down 
and pay this homage and worship to him at first, till he had 
told him that he was the captain of the Lord's host. " Aa 
captain of the host of the Lord am I come," ver. 14. Aad 
to whom can that title, with any show of reason, be attributed 
but to the Son of God, who before appeared to Moses in a 
flaming bush, Exod. iii. 1, 2, required the same expression 
of worship to be paid him, ver. 5 : " Put off thy shoes from 
off thy feet," and is called the Lord Jehovah in many places, 
both in the 3rd and 4th chapters ; who also was the angel 
that went before the children of Israel, and led them through 
the wilderness ; and therefore says the Apostle, 1 Cor. s. t> s ' 
" Neither let us tempt Christ, as some of them also tempted, 
and were destroyed of serpents." In which words, says the i 
Jesuit 8ahiieron,'|- " the Apostle intimates to us Christ's, 
divinity, forasmuch as he was the peculiar leader and con- 
ductor of the IsraeUteai" to all which we may farther observe^ 
that he who in chap. v. 14, calls himaelf the " captahi of the 
Lord's host," is, in chap, vi, 2, called Jehovah. " And the 
Lord said unto Joshua, See, I have given into thy hand 
Jericho." 

From attempting to justify their adoration of angels, Bellar- 
miue proceeds to cite places for the rehgious adoration of holy 

* Rom. liii. 3, i. 

1 KgnADter dicit ApoBtolmi (ne tenteuiua ChrUtiim, ««;.) DivinitBlem 
Chriflti uiBixinaua, ncc ioiiDerito, (]nia Chrifltaa Deus emt pccoliaris (tuctor 
lUucuui, &u. diayut. 17. [vul. 11. p. 136. uol. 1. Colua. Agr. 1GQ4,] 
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men nnd propheta. Aud his first is, 1 Sam. xxriii. 14, where 
Bnul is said to worship Samuel, raised up by the witch of I 

Eiidor. " And Saul perceived that it was Samuel, aud he 
Btocmed with his face towards the ground, and bowed himself." 
That this ghost was the devil in Samuel's shape, and not 
Samuel himself, many of the Fathers have plainly ssserted ; 
"as the devil," says Tertullian,* "sometimes transforms him- 
self into an aneel of light, here by God's permission be put 
on the shape ofa man of light." The author of the book of 
EJcelesiaaticust is indeed of the other opinion, chap. slvi. 20 : 
"Ait«r his death he prophesied, and shewed the kmg his end, 
■ndlifluphis voice from the earth in prophecy:" and the 
Church of Rome havhig received that Apocfyphal book with 
the rest into the canon of Scripture, the Romish doctors do 
•Iso eagerly contend for it ; but it is not likely that the souls 
of the saiutB, who, as we read, "are in God's hands," should 
' be so much under the devil's power, as to be raised and dis- 
turbed by him at pleasure ; or that God, who had refused to 
inswerj Saul by dreams, or by Urim, or by his prophets, the 
"Ways he himself had appointed, should now gratiiy him, when 
by unlavriul and forbidden ways he came to inquire of hiin.§ 

But be it so, that Saul took him to be Samuel himself: 1 
answer, that either there was no more in Saul's gesture of 
stooping and bowing before him, than only a testimony of 
respect and honour, such as was due to him on the account of 
his being a prophet, and a holy man, and which Saul bad or 
might have paid to him when olive ; or, if there was any thiug 
of religion in it, it was more thaTi it ought to be, and what no 
esamide, much leas the esample of an ill prince, and one 
forsaken by God, can justify. 

The like may be said of Ohadiab's falling on his face and 
worshipping Eliiafa, 1 Kings xviii. 7 : " And as Obadiah was 
in the way, behold Elijah met him, and he knew him, aud 
fell on his face and said. Art thou that my lord Elijah 1" It 
cannot indeed be called properly a civil worship, Obadiah 
being a great man, and superior to Elijah in power and 
authority ; but then, neither was it strictly speaking any 
worship at all, but a token of honour and esteem shewn Mm 

* Just. Mart. Qu. 52. [p. 461. Par. 1742.] L. de Anima, c. 33. [tj. 
67.] [at raijra, p. 300.] 
. t St. AuBt. torn. 4. qmce. 27. [ut supra, vol. 3. Append, p. 51.] Gr^. 
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on the account of his office and holiness, and not of superiority 
or dominion. 

The last instance mentioned by Bellarmioc, is somewhat 
more difficult, viz. Dan. ii. 46, where we read, that Nebuchad- 
nezzar worshipped Daniel, " and commanded that oblations 
and sweet odours should be offered unto him." Where the , 
offering oblations and odours being enjoined with adoration, i 
they would needs have to be religions worship. Bnt, I 

1. These oblations and odours might not be sacrifices, but I 
only presents made to Daniel : the words in the original I 
Mincha, and NichoeAin, signifying at large not only sacri- J 
fices and incense, but ^As and sweet odours ; and then the J 
whole action was no more than honorary, and what DanieTB] 
extraordinary spirit and gift of prophecy, might justly challenge 
from the greatest of men. 

2. If those oblations and odours were proper sacrifices (as 
some think they were, because the word in the original Lenasaca, 
is more properly rendered, to be sacrificed, than offered to him ; 
nnd so the vnlgar Latin has it,* that they should sacrifice an 
oblation and sweet odours unto him, to which the Romanists 
are bound to stand), either Daniel accepted of them, or he did 
not ; if he did, then he took more than was due to him, 
" sacrifice, according to them, being peculiar to God" (there- 
fore Bellflrmine, aware of this, will baTC them not to be sacri- 
fices, but only gifts or presents), and then his example does 
not warrant the action : or be did not, and then the offering 
it by a heathen prince, who after the manner of his own 1 
religion (and as the men of Lycaonia would have done to 1 
Paul and Barnabasf), would have worshipped him as a God, ] 
cannot make it lawful, while it was refused by the prophet. 
And though it is not said expressly, he refused it ; yet may it 1 
he gathered from the coherence of the chapter, and is fayoured ( 
by great men of the Church of Rome ; for it seems probable J 
enough, that after the king, ver. 45, had fallen down to wor- f 
shi]) Daniel, and commanded an oblation and sweet odours to 1 
be offered to him, that Daniel forbade it, and advised, that they » 
should be offered to God, as a principal part of that worship 
that was peculiar to him, repeating to him the words of the 
28th verse ; " There is a God in heaven that revealeth secrets, 
and inaketh known to the king what shall be hereafter :" and 
this may be very well conjectured, in that the next verse, the 
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47tfa, begiiia thus : " Tlie king answered unto Daniel;" trhicli 
intiin&tCB, ihflt Duiiol had said snnipthitig since ihe kiiig spake 
U> Uini in tht 46lh verse, and i-omtnaiided him to bv worshipped. 
Also ill that the king's answer seems to be a repenting of what 
Daniel had said in replv to the king, when he i-ommanded his 
sorvaiitg to sacrifice to Lim ; which is, in effeet, tlic same with 
the 28lh Terse, " Of a truth it is," answers he, cousenliiig and 
repeating as it were, what Daniel had spoke last, " that yonr 
God is a God of gods, and a Lord of kings, and a revealed of 
secrets, seeing thou couldst reveal this secret." For this 
opinion, I could produce the testimonj of no less than three 
Jesuits, Sonctius, Pererius, and Maldonate ; the last of nhlcb 
LB very positive, " That the Proiihet refiued the honour offered 
to him ; the Scripture not saying that he accepted it, but oaty 
that the king offere<l it."* 

Hai-iug thus shewn the iosuflicieucy of their proofs for the 
religious adoration of saints and angels, it will nut lie amiss to 
set down those that phiinly and expressly forbid and condenin 
it ; amougst nrnny, these five are not the least conuderable. 
It is the first commandment God gave on Mount Siniu, Exod. 
XX, "Thou shalt have no other gods before me." This God 
oft-times reinforced by his servant Moses, Dent. vi. 13, and 
chap. X. 20, " Thou shalt fear the Lord thy God, and serve 
him." And if our blessed Saviour may be allowed to be a 
good interpreter of God's law, those words confine all religious 
worship to God alone. For so he replies to the devil, and at 
once quotes and explains that text, in Matth. iv. 10, " It ja 
writtui, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him ontf 
shalt thou serve." It is not enough here lo say, that the 
word on!p is to be restrained to the latter word serve, aiul 
does not at all belong to the former word woriAip : when it 
was to worship him, that the devil demanded of our Saviour, 
ver. 9, " All these things will I give thee, if thou wilt lUI 
down and worship me." And if these words, " Thou shalt 
worship the Lord thy God," are not to be understood exclu- 
sive of all other beings, they had not been an answer sufficient 
to the devil's demand, who might have returned, thou mayest 
worship God and rae too. 

Nor is it at all to the purpose to say, that by those words is 
flnly forbid the highest degree of reUgious worship, Latria, ta 
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be given to other things, when it wns not that hut a lower 
degree that the devil required. The highest degree of reli- 
gious worship, which they fall " Latriu, is," says Bellarmine,* 
" always nccompauied with the apprehension and acknowledg- 
ment of God, as the first principal and ultimate end of dl 
things, and consequently as the chiefest good." But it is ap- 
parent, the devil did not claim thia, he acknowledged the 
sovereign and almighty power of God, " that it was he alone 
that could make stones to become bread," vcr, 3. He acknow- 
ledged the power he had of disposing of all the kingdoms of 
the world, was not by any natural right, but derivative and 
by way of grant; "They were delivered to me," says he, 
Luke IV. G. And thus owning himself not to he the Supreme 
Being, he cannot be supposed to claim the supreme or highest 
degree of worship. The devil then challen^g but an inferior 
worship, our Saviour's answer must be supposed to forbid that 
too, as well as the highest, or else it can by no means pass for 
an answer. So much also the very words and phrase intimate, 
" If thou wUt fall down and worship me,*' or by falling down 
worship me ; the devil would have been content with the ex- 
ternal act only, with any degree : he might have kept his 
heart for God, so long as he had bowed his body in token of 
subjection to him. "Diis therefore must be forbid in our 
Saviour's answer, or else it does not reach the case and the 
thing demanded. 

But the words being an answer to the devil's demand, may . 
they not be restrained to a prohibition only of worshipping, ■! 
devils and evil spirits ? I answer, the words run in the largest * 
and most general expression, and the reason given why God is ' 
to be worshipped, holds as strong against the worship of good 
spirits, as evil : " Thou ahalt worship the Lord thy God," for 
this reason, because he is tlie Lord thy God : now good spirits 
are no more the Lord our God, than bad ones are. 

St. Paul's caution and prohibition is no less to be heeded. 
Col. ii. IS: " Let no man beguile you of your reward in a 
vohnitary humility and worshipping of angels, intruding into 
those things which he hath not seen, vainly puffed up by his 
fleshly mind, and not holding the Head." 

" In a voluntary humility and worshipping of angels ;" it 
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should Btvin there were tlien n sort uf iuclnixiug DiristiBns, wlitf 
supposing the law to he gireii by angels, wciuli] have ii)trodyoed» 
the worship of tliirm into the C'hurcii, and tlicir pretence v 
plauuble, humility and nioileaty. 

They taught tlmt the great Lord of the universe was 
little lo be seen and a|)proacUed unto, as to be comprebended ; 
and therefore that no man ought lo dare to address to him 
immediately, but hy the mteqHisition of angels, brining GrstI 
their prayers to them, in order to their being offered up to* 
God. This the Synod of Laodicea plainly forbids, calling it 
an bidden idolatry, and a forsaking the Lord Jesus Chri^* 
and approaching to idolatry. Tbeodoret, upon the test, call) 
it "f a vice that had eontinned a long time iu Phrygia and i 
Pisidia ; and that CTcn in his time there were oratones to be . 
seen nmnug them, to St. Michael the archangel, 

It fiiUowa, intn«ljng into those things that he hath oo4 . 
seen ; that is, taking the liberty to talk of things that God 
had not revealed, and tlierefore speaking at random and by , 
guess of those matters; as indeed the Schoolmen do; as wiUj 
appear to any person that looks into their divinity about the>( 
number, orders, names, and ministry of holy angels. | 

" Not holding the Head ;" that is, they who make use of the 
mediation of angels, forsake our Lord Jesus Christ, whom 
God hath constituted the Head of his Church, and made the , 
only Mediator between God and man.^ 

To put by the force of this text, no fewer than three Car- 
dinals have spent their wit and ammunition upon it. 

Cardinal Perron would have this worship of angels, not to . 
be understood of the worship paid to angels, but the worship i 
delivered by them, and consequently, that the Jewish religion 
or way of worship, was the only thing forbidden in this test ; 
concerning which, we read, Heb. ii. 2, " That it was spoken 
by angels," And Gal. iii. 19, " Was ordained by angels in 
the hand of a mediator." But this witty device has bew ,4 
sufficiently exposed by M- Daille,§ shewing, in many instanc 
that the gemtive that follows Opriaala, worship, is alwna ■ 
taken objectivi, for the object, and not originaliter, for the 
author or institutor of worship : thus " the worship of idols," 

■ Kftpu/ifilpii fWuiXoXorpiti iytarsXuri row Kupiov >(jniv '[ijcraSi' 
Xpcoriii, rai liSaiXoXarfiiav jrpofr^Xi&fv. Canon. 36. [Labbe, Coooil. 
vol. 1. p. 1503. Lnt, Per. 1671.] 

t Ti wdeoj. [vol. 3. p. 490. Hsl. 1771-] J 1 Tim. ii. 6. 

^ De object, cult Rel. Lat. 1. 3. p. 3J. [Gcaev. 1GG4.] 
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Wisd. xiv. 27, is not the worsliip prescribed by idols, but the 
worship payed them. " His religion is vain," ia the Ist of 
James 26, and, "our religion," in Acts xxvi. 5, ia not the 
religioQ they were the authors of, but the religion they professed 
and practised. He adds, that Petavius rejects this espoaition of 
Perron's for this reason, that if this had been St. Paul's mean- 
ing, he would, according to his usual phrase in his other 
Epistles, have called it, not the worship,* but the law of 
angels, the law delivered by angels. 

Bellarmine will have the place to be levelled only againatf 
certain heretics, the Simoniana aud others, who helS that the 
angels were a sort of inferior gods, and that the world was 
made by them ; and consequently, that it does not forbid all 
worship of angels. But can any thing be expressed in more 
general terms, than this caution of the Apostle's? And 
though, it may be, there were some heretics in those days, 
that held opinions coneerning the nature, aud otHee, and 
worship of angels, that the Church of Rome does not, and also 
far worse than any hold and practise in that Church ; yet it 
does not follow, that because they were most gnilty, she is not 
guilty at all : that becaase the Apostle forbids the worship of 
angels as gods, and makers of the world, he does not forbid it 
to them as creatures of the highest rank and order. 
~ii But Baronius being sensible how home St. Paul and the 
canon apeak to this point, begs Theodoret's pardon, and tells 
him that he understood neither the one nor the other : and 
that St. Paul here forbade onlyj the worship of false and 
heathenish gods ; and that those oratories dedicated to St. 
Michael were set up by Catholica, and not heretics, it being 
then the practice of the Church to i^vocate angels. 

Here, (1.) We may observe how these two great Cardinals 
contradict one another: a sign they were at a losswhat tosay.J 
Baronius asserting, that "there is no footsteps left of such 
heretics in that age, and that those oratories were erected by 
Cathohcs."!! Bellarmine, "That there were such, Simon and 
his disciples, mentioned by several of the Fathers, IreuBeus, 

■ Not QpJi^tiiav, bnt Nofiov. f Foiaae Hoereticos, Simoniaaoa, 

qai qaosdam AogeloB quasi luinaros Deoa, et qui nHmdum fabrieilsseiit, 
adorarenU De Sanct. Best. 1. I.e. 20. [vol. 2. p. 417. col. 2. Pnig. 1721.] 

] Haud feliciter aEsecatns est verborum Pauli eeasuoi, &c. Incauti 
ninus, qUE a Cathulicia essent ante inatiCuta, Htereticis, quamm nulla 
eseet Tnemoria, tribucne. Tom. 1. An. 60. Eeut. 20. [ut aupra, vat, I. p. 
&7CI. col. 1.) S Eod. loe. || Eod. loc 
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Tertollian, and others, anil that their oratories were built by 
heretics." 

(2.) Though we might venture to stake Theodoret's judg- 
ment and credit against Baroniua's, who lived nearer the Apos- 
tolical age, and consequently understood the truth in this par- 
ticular more perfectly, yet we need not bis authority to explain 
the text. The very a^ument the Apostle uses to dissuade 
them from the worship of angels, shewing that those then guilty 
of it, were not heathens, nor the ajigels they worsbippea 
heathen deemons, or inferior deities ; but Christiana, though 
perhaps such aa were too much addicted to the law of Mosea ; 
and good angels, such as were owned both by Jews and Chris- 
tians. For had the text been designed against the former, eit. 
heathen worshippers of heathen gods, it had been very imper- 
tinent for the Apostle to have urged, that hy that practice 
" they forsook the Lord Christ, andheld not the Head ;" when 
as they never had bcUcved on him. 

Acts s. 25, 26, Cornelius falling down at St. Pet«r'8 feet, 
and worshippiug, is thus reproved for it by the Apostle, 
" Stand up, I myself also am a man :" aa if he had said, God 
only, and none but he, is religiously to be worshipped. 

We read. Acta siv , from ver. 1 1 to 16, with what iudigiui- 
tion and abhorrence St. Paul and Barnabas forbade the Lycao- 
nians to offer sacrifices to them, though they had given clear 
demonstrations of a Divine spirit witlua thetn, by the minum- 
Ions cure of a cripple that had never walked, assigning tbe 
same reason in effect for it, as St. Peter did to Cornelius: 
" We also are men of like passions with you, and preach unto 
you that ye should turn from these vamtiea unto tbe living 
God i" that is, that you should abstain from worshipping aflxr 
a religious manner, any created beings, though never so excel- 
lent, whether in heaven or earth, but the Uviug God only, the 
Creator of all things, who made heaven and earth, and tbe sea, 
and all things therein. 

Lastly, What God and our Saviour forbade, St. Paul 
cautioned against, and holy men refused, we find an angel 
himself rejecting. Rev, xis. 10: "And I," says St. John, "fell 
at his feet to worship ; and he siud unto me. See thou do it 
not : I am thy fellow-servant, and of thy brethren that have 
the testimony of Jesus : worship God." Repeated again. Rev. 
xxii, 8, 9, " See thou do it not, I am thy fellow servant, and of 
thy brethren the prophets, and of them which keep the say- 
ings of this book ; worship God." 
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Here aeveral things are worthy our observation. (1.) That 
the thing is twite forbid, and St. John twice reproted for it. 
(2.) That the angel forbade it with some vehemency and 
earaestness of spirit ; which shews the thing to be very evil 
and highly displeasing to God ; he eeems as it were somewhat 
disturbed at the sight of it ; and that he might do what he 
could to prevent the action, he apake with haste, and abruptly, 
opa fiii, "See thou do it not." (3.) He adds two reasons 
against it : the first taken from the equality of our state and 
tonditiou, being all creatures and fellow-servants, " I am thy 
fellow-servant:" the other from the dishonour and affront it 
does to God, invading hia property, and robbing him of that 
honour that is hia peculiar j so much those words imply, 
" worship God :" for was not rehgious adoration a part of the 
incommunicable worship of God, those words could have been 
no argument against St. John's adoring the angel ; but he 
might have adored the angel and God too. 

But here they reply many things : 

■ 1. They tell ns, that St. John took this angel to be the Son 
of God, the same that appeared to him at the beginning 
chap. i. saying, " I am Alpha and Omega, the first and the 
last : I am he that was dead and am alive, and behold I live for 
evermore, and have the keys of hell and death." 

I answer ; it is possible St. John might think so at the 
first time of the angel's appearing to him ; but it ia not to be 
imagined, that at hia second appearance, after that he had 
been told that he was his fellow-servant, and ehid for wor- 
shipping him, he should fall into the same mistake again. Ia 
it not much more probable, that he did it in a kind of extasy, 
being astonished at the dazzhug luatre and brightness of his 
appearance ? But be it so, tiiat St. John took the angel to 
be the Son of God : this is so far from serving their cause, 
that it turns with great force against them ; for if St. John 
was reproved for worshipping an angel, when he thought it 
was God in the shape of an angel, are not Papists much more 
blamenhle for worshipping angels as such, when they think 
them to he but angels ? 

2. They say, that the angel modestly refused to be wor- 
shipped, in honour to Christ, who had assumed human nature; 
not but that it was the angels' due, and might still he paid 
them as it was before Christ's incarnation ; but in complaisance ■ 
to it, they are willing to indulge the race of mankind that 
omission, and to deny themselves, to do honour to Christ ; so 
s 2 
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that "both the uigels do well to refuse it, and mankipd ( 
well to pay it." 

But what is this, but to say that the angels pass a compli- 
ment on the Son of God, as if he was beholden to them that 
do not share with him in the worship of men ? What is thu 
but to conceive most unworthily of those blessed spirits, as if 
they could be guilty of that hypocrisy and dismDulation too 
often practised in human conversation 7 As if they could 
condescend to the foppishness and courtship of this lower 
world, wherein mea oft-times strive to excel each other in 
their civilities, and sometimes outwardly refuse those respects 
which in their hearts they most desire, and are ambitious after. 

3. They say, that though the angel refused to be worshipped 
by St. John, as he would nave done also by the other Apostles; 
who were engaged in the same work with him, in bearing 
testimony to Jesus ; yet was it due to them from other Chris- 
tians of a lower rank and order. 

But this is answered iu the reason the angel gave for his re 
fusing to be worshipped, which reaches to all sorts of Chris- 
tians, to one as well as another, he being a fellow -servant with 
the meanest that believe in Christ, as well as with an Apostle 
or Prophet ; and so it follows, " I am thy fellow-servant, and 
of them that keep the sayings of this hook," 

4. That which follows is very aurnrising ; but what will not 
great wits venture at ? Cardinal Bellarmine will not only have 
these words no ai^;ument against the worship of angels, but an 
argimient for it : *" If St. John," says hci " thought him to 
be an angel, and yet worshipped him, why are we reproached 
for doing what St. John did? Do the Calviuists know better 
than St, John did, whether angels are to be worshipped ?" 

I answer, if St. John thought him to be an angel, and yet 
worshipped him, why should we not be reproved for doing 
what St. John did, if St, John did what he should not have 
done? "Do the Calviuists know better than St. John whether 
angels are to be worshipped ?" I answer, do the Papists koow 
better than the angels, whether angels are to be worhipped, 
who expressly forbade it? "See thou do it not; worship 
God," 

* 6t JahBnnea p atavit ease Angelam, et tamen adorBvit ; car nos re 
prehendimui qui facinjus quod Johannea fccit? Num melins Johajme 
uoront Calvinistffi uatua Angeli adorandi ? Ds Suict, Ueat. 1. 1. c 14 
[ut supra, p. 4Q6. col. 2.] 
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n Scripture far the mlemn Invocation of Angela 
and Saints departed. 

Of this there are three hranches : 1. Praying to them to 
bestow or to pray Cor blessings for us. 2. Praying to be heard 
for their sakes, in favour of tbemond their merits. 3. Praying 
to them as intercessors and mediators for us in the presence m 
God. For none of which is there any proof in Scripture. 

The first branch is : There is no proof in Scripture for 
praying to them to bestow, or to pray to God for blessings 
for us. 

Many of their learned men freely grant,* that there is no 
express command, either in the Old or New Testament, for the' 
iuTocatioa of saints departed. 

Not in the Old Testament, because the souls of the 
patriarchs, ajid other holy men, were detained in hmbo, and 
were not admitted into heaven, and the beatific visioQ, till our 
Sftviour, after his resurrection, carried them up thither. But 
was it so : if the saints come to know the prayers of their sup- 
plicants by revelation from God, as some of them affirm, why 
might they not have come to the knowledge of them in limbo, 
as well as in heaven, since God could have made them known 
to them in one place as well as another ? Besides, were not 
Enoch and EUas carried up immediately into heaven 1 and the 
hitter in the very sight of Elisha. Were not Noah and hia 
sons the direct posterity of Enoch ? Were they not in great 
distress in the tmie of the flood? Was there not a great zeat 
of affection between Elias and Elisha? And yet, notwith- 
standing oU these great inducements and encouragements to 
it, taken from the eudearing relation of a father to his sons, 
and them in distress, and of a master to his disciples ; yet 
we no more read of " Holy Enoch, or holy Elias pray for us," 
than of " Holy Abraham or holy Isaac pray for us." 

Not in the New Testament, lest it should be an occasion of 
oflence and scandal to the new converted Gentiles, and make 
them think that they had only changed their gods, hut not 
their religion ; that the Christian doctrine was only a device of 
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the Apostle to thrust out their own demons and Hltocs, uid 
to put in theiiiMlvcs. 

And is not this a good a^ment still ? Is it not of as much 
force now to cast tins i>ractice out of the Church, as it was 
then to keep it out ! Does it not pve influite offence to a grei^ 
part uf the Christian wortil ? And is it not esteemed, and that 
justly by them, to be the old Pagaa worship revived, or some- 
thing very near it ? For it is not the chauge of the object 
that ninkes any material difference, or that can excuse it, 
whilst the act or kind of worship is the same : religious worship 
is God's peculiar, and to give it to a creature was the Pagan 
worship and superstition. 

Now is it not a very unaccountable thing, that the Church 
of Kome should make that an article of faith, for which there 
is confessedly no foundation in Scripture? Aud is it not as 
much to be wondered at, that if this practice was to obtain in 
the Church, the Scriptures that gire so many plain directions 
conceruiug prayer, the object, the mauuer of performance, the 
qualifications of the suppliant, should be wholly silent abont 
this T That the Apostles, who were guided by the Spirit of 
God into all truth, and therefore cannot be Bupjiosed to omit 
any part of the Christian doctrine that was necessary, nay, 
profitable for the salvation of snuls, should quite foi^t it, and 
neither practise it themselves to the blessed Virgin, who died 
before some of them, nor in any of their writings instruct the 
people in the piety and useiulness of it ? 

But though there are no pimn testa in the Old Testament 
for invocation of saiuts, there are for invocation of angels, and 
ikey insist chiefly od these. 

In Gen. xlviii. IC, it is smd that Jacob prayed to an angel 
to bless the two sons of Joseph, Manasseh and Ephraim ; and 
" the an^I which redeemed me from all evil bless the lads." 

To this I answer, first, that this might be only a wish, and 
not a solemn prayer ; anil if a prayer, not put up to the angel, 
but to God, that he would appoint the same angel that jwe- 
served him to bless them; a form of prayer like that of 
David's, Psalm xxxv. 6, "Let the angel of the Lord persecute 
them ;" he prayed to God that it might he, not to the angel 
to do it. The Eke is to be said to Tohit, chap. v. 1 5, " (3od, 
who dwelleth in heaven, prosper your journey, and the aogel 
of God keep you company." Which words are not spoken to 
the angel, but concerning him, merely by way of wish and 
desire, and not by. way of supplication. But if they tare a 
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prayer, tben again it must be to God, as before, to send aod 
appoint his an^el. 

Secondly, Tliis aogel is generally thought, by the Fathers 
(whom the Romauists, hi interpreting Scripture, are sworn to 
follow), to be the Sou of God ; so Justin Martyr,* disputing 
with Trypho the Jew : " He, an angel, God and Lord, appeared 
unto Abraham in human shape, and was seen of Jacob in the 
form and figure of a man."t So Athanasius,J; and St. Cyril 
of Alexandria expound them, and thus they argue : "How 
indecent was it for Jacob to join Godand a creature together 1" 
as he must do if the angel was no more than an angel, "The 
Lord that fed me all my days, the angel which redeemed me," 
This can seem reasonable to none but the Romanists, who 
commonly practise it, joining in their dosology the "blessed 
Virgin with God the Father and our blessed Saviour." Again, 
" How more unworthy of so holy a man as Jacob to pass by 
God, as it were, and to make his intercession to an angel, as 
if he had more confidence in the angel than in God?"5 

Lastly, Who was the angel that had redeemed Jacob from 
all evil? "Was it not he that had wrestled with him? Gen. 
ssxii. 28, that had delivered him from his brother Esau 7 
Whom he would not let go till he had blessed bim 1 And 
does not Jacob say of him, ver. 30, " I hare seen God face to 
face, and my life is preserved ?" For the confirmation of this 
exposition, it will not be amiss to consult Hoses xii. 3, 4, 5 ; 
" He took his brother by the heel in the womb, and by his 
strength he had power with God; yea, be had power over the 
angel, and prevailed : he wept and made supplication unto 
bim : he found him in Bethel, and there be spake with 
ns ; even the Lord God of hosts, the Lord is his memorial." 
Where the person that is called "an angel," ver. 4. is in 
ver. 3, called " God," not because he represented God, but 
was God himself ; the word Elohim, in the plural number, 
being never used (as some learned men have observed) to 
dcnoto one angel, but many, but often used to signify God. 
And ver. 5, he is called " Jehovah, God of hosts ■" appella- 

• Ouroe tai 'AyysXof, icai Qibq, ical Kupioj;, iv tSia 'Av9piiinu 
Tip "laiil^ 0awif. p. 73. [p. 156. Par. 174Z,] 

t Serm. 4.— contra Arian. [vol. 1. p. 260, 261, Heidelb, 1601.] 
Thcaaur. lib. 3. cap. G, 

X Laiia Deo, Virgioiqne matn, Deo item Jeau Chriato. Bell, in fin. 

^ Peror. in fin. lib. demotoa etmnndiRtem. Or^. Tal. in flu. onui. Op> 
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lions proper to God ulonc, and not commuuicnble to any 
created angel : for thus saith God of thnt noine Jehovah, or 
" 1 am that I Bin," Exod. iii. 15, "This is my name for ever, 
and this ia my memorial unto nil generations." 

To this, some of them ndd those other words of Jacob,* in 
the latter part of the 1 6th verse, "And let my name be 
named on them, and the name of my fiithera, Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob;" but most ignorantly and impertinently: 
for who does not see the difference betwixt calling on the name 
of Jacob, and the name of Jacob being called upon them? 
Nothing can be more evident, than that Jacob did not speak 
of a religious invocation of himself after he was dead, and of 
his ancestors, Abraham and Isaac, but of the adopting of the 
sous of Joseph into hia family, and dividing to them a portion 
with the rest of his children, in the land of Canaan ; and that 
though they were bom in Egypt, out of his family, they should 
no less be esteemed his sons. It is a known phrase among the 
Jews, whereby is expressed the engrafting of any person, maa 
or woman, into b family, explained beyond all coutradiction in 
Gen. xiriii. 5, " And now thy two sons, Ephraim end Ma- 
nasseh, which were bom unto thee in the land of Egypt, 
before I came unto thee in Egypt, are mine ; as Reuben and 
Simeon they shall be mine." As also in Isa. iv- I, " In that 
day seven women shall take hold of one man, saying, &c. 
Only let thy name be called upon us ;" so the margin reads it 
verbatim from the Hebrew ; that is, as it is in the text, " Only 
let us be called by thy name," or accounted thine. The same 
phrase we find, Dan. is. 18, "O my God, behold the dty, 
whereupon thy name is called ;" so in the Hebrew, but ren- 
dered in the text, " which is called by thy name." Was it 
neediul in so plain a case, I might produce their own inter^ 
preter8+ agmnst themselves ; but I shall set down only the 
words of one of them, " The name of one man, according to 
the usual speech of the Jews, is said to be called upon another, 
when that other is called by his name. "J 

With the like confidence and impertinence do Bellannine 
and others cite Job v. 1, "Call now, if there he any that will 
answer thee, and to which of the saints wilt thou turn ?" Bel- 
larmine here tells us, that by saints, according to St. Austin, 



■ Bell, de Sand. Beat. 1. I. 
t Hibera in ConiDient. Am. 
t NicoL Lyraa. ia locom. 
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are meant angels, aud cites many other places of Job where 
angels are called saints. 

Be this granted, is there here any precept to pray to them ? 
No, he confessea, the words are no farther an argument for itj 
than as they shew it " was the custom of that age to implore 
the aid and protection of angels."* 

But how do they shew this ? if the words have a quite dif- J 
ferent sense and design, as appears they have from the context. | 
We find that Eliphaz, in the former chapter, instead of pitying I 
Joh, and adniiuistering comfort to him in his agony, accused 1 
him of impiety towards God, and unrighteoasness towards I 
men j-)- alle^ng for it, that God never afflicts men in so 
grievous a manner, but for some great and notable wicliedness ; 
and for the proof of this, he appeals to Job'sJ and his own ex- i 
perience, to the admonitions he had frequently given others J 
of it, to the many instances of it in the destruction of great ] 
oppressors ;§ and tells him at last, that he was confirmed in 
this ti:uth by an angel, who in the night had appeared to ] 
him: II and test all this was not enough, he reassumes tha I 
argument in this verse, and bids him ask the opinion, and I 
consult the experience of other holy men or saints, and he, 
would find that all of them would seal to this truth ; nay, but 
that he was 80 unworthy, and could not espect it, if an angel 
should appear to him, as one had done to him, he also would 
bear witness to it. 

A Uke test to this, and as little to their purpose, is that in 
Job xis. 21, " Have pity upon me, have pity upon me, ye 
my friends, for the hand of the Lord hath touched me." 

By /rienda cannot, without manifest violence to the context, 
be meant angels ; but Job's three friends that came to visit . 
him, and instead of applying fit lenitives to his anguish, did, | 
hy their sharp and cutting reproaches, wound him deeper, and t 
enrage his sores. Tiius he begins the chapter, and complaint | 
of their cruelty, ver. 1, 2, " How long will ye vex my sovd, ■] 
and break me in pieces with words 1 These ten times have ye 
reproached me," &c. And having in the following verses very 
lively expressed his bitter and pungent afflictions, in ver. 21,' 
he takes up the complaint again, " Have pity upon me, have 
pity upon me, O ye my friends." Ye, the same persons he com- 
plained of before ; as if he had said, O ye my friends, who pro- 

B • C. 19. [ut supra, p. 412, col. 1.] t Job iv. 7. 1 Ver, 8. 

■ { Ver. 9, 10. II Ver. II, to the end. 
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fessed to come to comfort me, do not ye make my condition 
more deplorabk; let it suffice thnt the hand of the Lord lies 
he&vy upon me, do you oot, by your cruel taunts, unreasonable 
and inhuman censures, add to my load and preaaures ; hut after 
others have forsaken me in my miseries, shew yourselves to be 
friends indeed, by the eomfoits and assistances you admioister 
to me. 

Their chief proof for invocation of ^nts, and wliat they 
moat insist on, is yet behind ; it is some such texts of Scrip- 
ture, wherein good men on earth are commanded to pray for 
one another, aud from examples of that kind. A number of 
these are to be found both in the Old and New Testament ; 
1 Sam. rii. 8, "And the children of Israel said to Samuel, 
Cease not to cry unto the Lord our God for us, that he will 
save us out of the hands of the Philistines." Job xUi. 8, " And 
my servant Job he shall pray for you, for him will I accept." 
Bom. sv. 30, " I beseech you, brethren, that you strive together 
in yonr prayers to God for me." To the same purpose are 
cited, Eph. vi, 18, 19, "Pray always with all prayer and 
supplication for all saints, and for me." 1 Theas. v. 25, 
" Brethren, pray for us." 2 Theas. iii, 1 , " Finally, brethren, 
pray for us." Col. iv, .S. Heb. viii. 8, " Praying also for ub," 
Eph. iii. 1-], 16, "For this cause I bow mv kuecs unto the 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, that he would grant you to be 
strengthened with might by his Spirit in the inner man." 

It is confessed on all hands, and these texts abundandy 
prove it, that it is the indispensable duty of the members of 
Christ's church, to pray for one another, and that they may 
and ought to desire one another's prayers. God has for great 
and wise reasons commanded and encouraged this ; hereby we 
testify our mutual love to one another, express our sympathy 
and fellow-feeUng with one another's miseries ; most cnectually 
preserve the unity of the body of Christ, and uphold the 
solemn public worship of God in the world ; which consists of 
meeting together, and putting up to one common Father 
mutual prayers for one another a prosperity. This also gives 

Ct credit and reputation to religion and virtue, when God 
s the prayers of good men ; and upon their supphcationa 
diverts a judgment, or removes a calami^ from themselves and 
others. But from hence can be drawn no argument for the 
invocation of saints and angels : 

For, 1, Christians on earth are by these texts empowered 
inly to desire others to pray for them. But the Church of 
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Rome prays to saints and angola, not only to pray for them, but 
to bestow blessings upon them, to give this or that temporal or 
spiritual good to them, and to help them in this or that parti- 
cular ditficnlty or distemper ; which is to suppose them to 
have a most certain power to help them, aud to terminate the 
worship on them. Innumerable iustanccs of this kind may he 
produced ; and the matter of fact is too notorious to be denied. 
Bouaventure, a cardinal and a. saint, has burlesqued the Book I 
of Psalms,* applying whatever is said in them to God the I 
Father, and his Son Christ Jesus, unto the Virgin Mother, I 
Aud was it true, as they of late do palliate the business, that I 
in whatever words or phrases their prayers to saints arc ex- I 
pressed, the meaning of the Church in them all is but an ora * 
pro nobis ; yet this would not fetch it off, since it is not so 
much the matter of the prayer as the nature of the prayer 
that makes it unlawful to be prayed to them. For, 

2. When we are in those tests obliged to desire our fellow 
Christians to pray for us, that desire is not a praying to tbem, 
hut a friendly request ; hat the Church of Itome enjoins to call I 
upon the saints departed, in a most devout manoer.f after the ] 
manner of supphcants ; and we know that it is their constant 
practice to do it, with all the circumstances of rehgious worship, 
m consecrated places, at holy altars, at the same time they 
worship God with bended knees, with eyes and hands lifl up ; 
witness the rosaries, the psalters, the hours, and all other 
offices of devotion, wherewith they worship the blessed Virgin ; 
witness the oratories and chapels they have erected for her 
honour and service. Now does it follow, that because I am 
commanded to demre the prayers of my brethren on earth, I 
am also commanded after a most religious manner, to invoke 
the saints in heaven to pray for me ? 

3. These texts require us to desire our fellow Christians to 
be only mere supplicants and petitioners for us, to pray for us 
as they do for themselves. But the Church of Eome teaches 
and practises more in their invocation of s^ts, viz. to pray 
to them to become their advocates and mediators in heaven 
with God. Now these are two difierent things, aud the one 
not to be inferred from the other. For in the first, in desiring 
the prayers of good men on earth, we rely on the goodness of 
God, aud the truth of his promise to hear and answer them. 
In the latter, praying to saints in heaven as advocates and 
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meiliaton, we rely on iheir merits, (he favour aiid interest they 
have in God ; as if they were more easily pr«Tsiled with by 
our prayers than our GwJ anJ Saviour ; as if thev had greU^ 
power in the court of bcaveo than the Son of God ; or that 
God would do more for men at their importumty than from hit, 

n infinite love and propensity to do good. 

4- These texts retjuire us to desire tlie prayers of good men 
on earth, who hear us, and know our condition ; but the 
Church of Rome requires men to pray to saints iu heaven, who 
md for ought we know, are ignorant of our 
state. Now does it follow, that because I may denre thej 
prayers of one that is present, I may invoke the prayers of ono 
that is absent ? Nottung can be s^d against the former ; bofc, 
to do the latter, it is either an absurd arid foolish, or ■ Hinfii^ 
and idolatrous action. Foolish, if they believe the swnts in, 
heaven do not hear them ; idolatrous, if they do r for that is. 
to suppose them to be omuipreseut, and to ascribe to them 
one of those perfectioas that is incoramimicably inherent 
in the nature of God. The truth of which I thus prove. 
He that prays to a saint departed prays to him In faith, ia 
a belief that he hears and can help him. This faith U 
founded on something, either that the saint can hear and 
help him by his own natural power, or by some other means. 
If by the former, then the point is granted, and that ascribes 
to him an omnipresence, that is above the condition of a crea- 
ture ; if by the latter, some revelation must be produced from.) 
God to that purpose. For it is not enough that God can 
make knowu our prayers to the saints one way or other ; bnt 
if they pray in faith to them, some proof must be produced 
that God does do it ; for guess and conjecture is not a Buflident' 
fomidation for faith ; it must have tor its bottom either a 
natural power in the saint, or a revelation from God of some 
other way. But there is no such revelation as to tbe latter, and 
therefore the praying in faith to them, necessarily implies the 
former, and consequently ascribes to them that omnipresence 
that is inseparable from the Deity. The Church of Kome 
tells us of many ways (ail which I considered before under the. 
second beadi, but they are not agreed which to fix upon; a 
true sign they are uncertain of all ; and though God may and 
can do it any of those wavs, that is no proof that he does do it 
by any of them, unless he had told us so. 

5. When we desire our fellow-Christians to pray for us, 
that ia a vocal desire ; but the Church of Rome allows of 
! vocal prayers to be made to the saints 
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departed, which makes them omniscient, and ascribes to them 
the knowledge of the heart, and all its most secret motions.* 

I shall now produce the several texts of Scripture that make 
God the only object of prayer, as well as of the other parts of 
religious worship ; but to name them all, would be to transcribe 
a considerable part both of the Old and New Testament. This 
every Protestant knows that has been conversant in the Bible, 
and every Papist would be convinced of that had a licence and 
will to read it. It shall suffice therefore to set down a few. 

No man will deny, but that the tabernacle and temple at 
Jerusalem were peculiarly consecrated to the honour and wor- 
ship of the one God Jehovah, maker of heaven and earth. 
Now here were the Jews appointed to bring and perform all 
their worship ; here they performed their vows, kept their 
solemn festivals ; hither they brought their tithes and offerings 
and first-fruits j here their sacrifices were to be offered, Deut. 
sii. 13, 14, here also their prayers were to be put up. And 
when it so happened that they could not repair to the templ^ 
being in exile or in war, they were to pray towards the temple. 
Thus Solomon prayed God to hear the petidons that were pnt 
up towards the temple, 1 Kings viii. 30. And Daniel ia 
Babylon, Dan. vi. 10, prayed with his windows open towards 
Jerusalem. Thus was God the only object of prayer in the 
Jewish religion. 

He is so also in the Christian, Phil. iv. 6, " In everything by 
prayer and supplication, with thanksgiving, let your requests 
be made known imto God.'' And in James i. 5, " If any 
of yon lack wisdom, let him ask it of God, who gives to all 
men hherally." " How shall they call upon him in whom they 
have not believed ?" says St. Paul, Rom. x. 14. Which woroB , 
directly exclude all from being the objects of prayer, that are 
not the objects of our faith ; and consequently, if we bcliere 
only in God, we must call upon him only. 

Our blessed Saviour has thus taught us to pray, Luke si. 2, 
" "When ye pray, say. Our Father which art in heaven, &c. for 
thine Is the kingdom, the power and the glory." Or Matth. 
vi. 9, "After this manner pray yo. Our Father, &c. For 
thine is the kingdom," &c. 

Whether this prayer was prescribed by our Saviour as a 
form to be used, or a pattern to be imitated by us, it is all 

■ Voce vel mente aupplicare. Concit. Trid. Sks. 25. [Lsbbe, CondL 
vol. U. p. 893. Lut. Par. 1672.] BeU. de Sand. Beat L 1. c. 20. [at 
Bupra, p. 419. col. 1.] 



1 



270 THE WORSHIP or THE CHURCH OF I 

one ; it still directs and obliges iis to put up oiir pniyera to 
our heavenly Father, whose is the kingdom, tlie powtr, and 
tlie glory. We may observe also that every petition ia this 
prayer is directed to God; "Oor Father wluch art in heaveu," 
being understood, though not repeated, in every one of them ; 
and if, as aotne tetl us, tliis prayer contuus a suinmiuy of 
whatever ought to he the subject -matter of a Christian's 
prayer ; then whatever I ought to pray for, I ought to pray to 
God for it. 

BellarminetcUa us,* that this argument will not hold, be- 
cause it excludes the second and third Persona in the blessed 
Trinity from being the object of prayer, as much aa it does 
saints and angels. 

I answer : the word Fatherf in this praver is to be taken 
essentially, and not personally, and so excludes not the other 
two Persons of the most holy and undivided Trinity, but only 
those that are of a different nature from them ; now, if the 
whole three Persons are one in essence, then whenever we pray 
to, and do honour to God the Father, we must at the same 
time worsliip the other two, though not so directly, who are 
one with him. 

I shall set down bnt one place more, Matth. xxi, 1 3, " It is 
written," says our Lord, " my house shall be called the house 
of prayer ;" so essential a part, you see, of God's worship, is 
prayer, that God thought tit to describe his own house hy thnt 
name; but if prayer did ajipertain to any other beside God, 
the house of prayer would not have been a sure disdnguighing 
Bign of God's house. 

The second branch is : That there ia no proof from Scrip- 
tare, that we may pray to God to be heard for the sake of the 
saints, iu favonr of them and their merits. 

The texts they make use of defend this, are many, but not 
different in their sense and meaning, and therefore one answer 
will serve thera all : they are such as these : 

Exod, sxxii, 13 ; Moses thua prayed in behalf of the Is- 
raehtes, when they had highly provoked God by worshipping 
the golden calf, " Remember Abraham, Isaac, and Israel thy 
servants." 

So Solomon prayed in the behalf of himself, 2 Chron. vi. 
16 : " Now therefore, Lord God of Israel, keep with thy 
servant David my father, that which thou hast promised. 

* C 20. t See DiacDorse of Invocadon of Saints. 
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In I Kings xv. 4, it is said, "For Darid'a sake did the Lord 
hig God give him a lamp in Jerusalem," when he suffered 
wicked Abijam to succeed in the throne of Judah, 

In 2 Kings xix. 24, God promises for his servant David's 
sake to defend the city of Jerusalem against Sennacherib's I 
mighty host, in the reign of Hezekiah. J 

Again, Psalm cxxxii. I, 10: " Lord, remember David, andallli 
his afflictions ; for thy servant David's sake, turn not away the I 
face of thme anointed." And in the Song of the Three Chik i 
dren, that is added to the Apocry]>ha, ver. 12, they arc saij I 
thus to pray, " Cause not thy mercy to depart from us, for thy I 
beloved Abraham's sake, for thy servant Isaac's sake, and fo^ f 
thy holy Israel's Bake." 

Now for the right understanding of all these texts, v 
consider, that these holy men, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob and 1 
David, God was pleased, as a reward to their faithfulness anAi I 
uprightness, and for the encouragement of religion and virtue [ 
in the world, of his mere grace and goodness to enter into a . I 
covenant with them, and many times to repeat and ratify iL i 
"that he would he their God, and the God of their seed;' 1 
that he would take them under liia especial care and patron-^ I 
age, and bestow many blessings aud deliverances upon them. 
Hereupon, in after ages, their posterity were wont in their 
prayers to mention their great and worthy ancestors ; not that 
they begged to be heard and answered " for their sakes and 
merits,"' but that they might (as it were) remember God of 
his covenant and promise made to their forefathers, and so 
begged to be heard " for his own sake, his name sake, and bis 
mercy sake." So indeed those places expoimd themselves, 
those holy men being seldom or never mentioned in prayer, 
bnt God's "promise and covenant" is also added. 

In the fore-quoted place, Esod, xxsii. 13, it follows, "To 
whom thou hast sworn by thyself, and saidst, I will multiply 
your seed as the stars in heaven." 

In the Song of the Three ChOdren, ver. 13, it is added, "To 
whom thou hast spokea and promised, that thou vrilt multiply 
their seed as the stars." 

Aud where God promised " for David's sake to defend Jeru- 
salem, to turn away his anger ;" the meaning is, for his cove- 
nant's sake, and for his promise sake, which he made with and 
to David. 

So God himself teaches us to expound these texts. Exod. 
vi. 3, 4, 5 : " And I appeared unto Abraham, &c. And I 
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have also estnblisbod my covenAnt irith tlicm, &c. And I 
have also heard the groauiag of the children of Israel, aud I 
have remembered ray covenant." Ler. xxvi. '41, 42: "If 
then their uncircutncised hearts be humbled, &c. then will I 
remember my covenant with Jacob, and also my covenant with 
Isaac, and also my covenant with Abraham wiU I remember." 

And as good men were wont to adjure God by his truth and 
faithfulness engaged in covenant writli their forefathers to spare 
them and to save them, so also was God pleased, the Btranger 
to confirm their faith in his covenant and promises, sometimes 
to repeat andconfirmit afresh to them. Psalm Ixxxix. 28, "My 
covenant shall stand fast with them." Ver. 33, " My lovii^ 
kindness will I not utterly take from hira, nor suffer my fajt^ 
fulness to fail." Ver. 34. " My covenant will 1 not break, nor 
alter the thing that is gone out of my tips ; once have I sworn 
by my boUnesa, that I will not lie unto David." 

The doctrine of merit ia a stranger to the Scriptures, and 
what no creature, though innocent, is capable of; the highest 
degree of virtue and goodness being our duty, no man can merit 
at God'a hand, for that is to do more than bis duty ; and if 
the innocent cannot merit, much less the wicked and unclean ; 
and who can say, I have no sin ? All the promises therefore 
made by God to good men and their posterity, are not to be 
reckonei! as a debt to their deserts, but as the effect of his 
grace and mercy in Christ Jesus ; having deserved no good 
thing from God, nay, having demerited highly against him, 
we can expect nothmg from God, but by way of grace and 
covenant ; and the justice and wisdom of God requiring that 
this covenant should be founded in our Saviour's blood, and 
sealed and ratified in it, we have nothing else but Christ and 
bis merits to rely upon, nothing else to plead in the bebalf of 
ourselves and others at the throne of God ; hut this we have, 
and this is sufttcient. 

This was long ^o prefigured by the Jews being obliged to 
offer up all their prayers to God at the temple, the temple 
being a type of Christ's incarnation. As God dwelt in the 
temple then, so he does now in our nature ; and what the 
temple was to the Jews, that is Christ Jesus to us, the way 
and means that procures the acceptance of our prayers with 
God. 

To this may be added many places in the New Testament : 
" He is able to save to the uttermost all those that come unto 
God by him, for he ever hves to make intercession for us," Heb. 
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\ii. 25. To this our Saviour hath appropriated hia own 
granting what his disciples should ask of God : John xir, 
13, 14, " Whatsoever ye shall ask in my name, that I will do, 
that the Father may be glorified in the Son." To this he 
elsewhere approjiriates God'a granting what they should ask 
of him : John sv. 1 G, " Whatsoever ye shall ask the Father in 
my name, he will g^ve it you." To thia he expressly obliges 
his disciples. John xvi. 24, "Hitherto ye have asked uothmg 
in nTy name ; ask, and ye shall receive, that your joy may be 
full." Now to pray in the name of Christ, is to pray through 
his mediation, upon the encouragement of his merits, and hia 
being our intercessor and advocate at God's right hand in our 
nature ; who having perfectly fulfilled his Father's will, and 
by his death made an atonement for our sins, and piwchased 
grace and glory, and all good things for us, hath given thereby 
the greatest assurance, that whenever we go duly qualified in 
his name, we shall get access, and both our persona and services 
he accepted. Aud that this is to ask in Christ's name 
apj^rs from John i. 1 2, " To as many as received him, to 
them gave he power to became the sons of God, even to them 
that believe on his name ;" that is, on the account of hia 
merits and undertaking. So John xs. 31, "These things are 
written that ye might believe, and that believing, ye might 
have hfe through his name ;" that is, through his merits aud 
mediation. 

The third branch is ; There is no proof from Scripture 
for praving to saints and angels, as intercessors and mediators 
in the presence of God. 

The Romanists positively assert, that the saints are our 
"advocates and mediators in heaven," and pray to them aa 
such; and though they distinguish betwL\t a "mediator of- j 
redemption," and a " mediator of intercession," aserihiug the , 
first solely to Christ, and making the latter common betwixt ' 
him and saints in heaven ; yet. whoever considers their doc- 
trine of merit and aupererogation, and that of indulgencai I 
founded upon it ; whoever observes how often they desire ii 
their devotions to be heard and assisted for the merits, as well 
as prayers of this or that other saint, and that Bellarmine* 
himself confesses, that they may, after a sort, be called " our 
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Redt^emers," will be apt to conclude that thev attribute both 
to the saints as well as to Christ. 

But admitting tbe distiuctioD, there is as little proof for the 
I one as for tbe other in Scriptuce ; tbe texts they appeal to for 
tbe justificatioD of it, being rery much niistakeu hy them. 

The first is Gal. iii- 19, where the Apostle, spcakine of the 
ftw, saya, " it was ordained by angels in tlie hand of a me- 
diator." From whence they argue, that the saints in hearen 
'taav in the same sense be odleo mediators, wherein St. Past 
calts Moses a mediator. 

I aliall not answer with some learned men, that by mediator 
here may not be meant Mosea, but Chriat, tbe promised 
Messiah, who spake with Moses on tbe mount,* and delivered 
the law to him, being attended on by an innumerable company 
rf angels,'!' for the greater glory and majesty of their Lord. 

But granting it to be Moses ; he is called a mediator in a 
far different sense from that wherein that appellation ia given 
to the saints above, rii. as he was an internuncio, a pei^on 
that went betwixt God and the people, rclatmg the covenants 
and agreements made betwixt them. "I stood betwixt the 
Lord and you at that time," says Moses of himself, Deut. v. 5. 
For what? It follows, "to ahew you the word of the Lord." 
And as Moses brought tbe word and law of God to the 
Jieople, £sod. xix. 7, so he returned the words of tbe people 
to the Lord, ver. 8. "And Mosea came and called for the 
elders of the people, and laid before their faces all these words 
which the Lord commanded him : and all tbe people answered 
together, and said. All that the Lord hath spoken, we wiD do : 
and Moses returned the words of the people unto the Lord." 

To this BcllarmineJ agrees, where he says, " all such mes- 
sengers may in a sense be caUed mediators." But does it 
follow, because Moses was employed as a messenger betwixt 
God and the Jews, at tbe delivery of the law, that the saints 
above arc our advocates and mediators with God in the court 
of heaven. 

They cite also. Rev. viii. .3, where an angel is said to offer 
the prayers of the saints to God. The words are these : 
"And another angel came and stood at the altar, having a 
golden censer ; and there was giren unto him much incense, 

• Deut. ixiiii. 2. Acta vii. 53. t Angelia dispoaitia. 

J Qnateous nuncij utrinque itantes, pacta ac feeders utrimiiiue partis 
refenint, qamnodo omnea intemunoii did posBont modiatores. DeCluiato, 
■ ' - !. ].[utanprB,Tol. l.p. 2G1.C01. 1.] 
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thnt he should offer it with the pfavers of all saints upon the 
golden altar, which was before the tiirone. 

To this i need say no more, but that the generality of 
learned men. as well of the Church of Rome as the Reformed, 
understand hy the Angel here, our blessed Sariour, whose ofBce 
alone it is to offer up the prayers of the saints, and for whose 
sake alone the V are accepted. So Thomas Aquinas:* ''The 
angel, to wit, Christ, who is called an angel, because sent by 
the Father into the world " So the Jesuit Viegas :t " AH in- 
terpreters do confess, that by angel is here meant our Lord 
Christ, because of no other can it be said, that he offers up to 
the Father after so glorious and majestic a manner, the incenae, 
that is, the prayers of all saints, upon the golden altar," To 
confirm this sense of the words, we may observe that he is 
called in the text, " another angel ;" intimating, that he was 
one, both in nature and office, different from the others men- 
tioned in the verse before, ver. 2: "I saw tlie seven angeb 
which stood before God;" and then, ver. 3, " another angel 
came and stood at the altar." 

The nest ia Rev. v. 8, where it is said, " that the four beasts, 
and four and twenty elders fell down before the Lamb, having 
every one of them harps and golden vials full of odours, 
which are the prayers of the saints." By the prayers of the 
saints they mean of those saints that are living upon the earth, 
and by the four beasts and four and twenty eiders, the saints 
that are in heaven ; and from thence conclude, that the saints 
in heaven do offer up the prayers of the saints on earth. 

But if by the four beasts and four and twenty elders are 
not meant the members of the Church triumphant, but the 
bishops and pastors of the Church miUtant, whose office it ia 
to present the prayers and praises of the Church to God, then 
is this text cited by them to no purpose. And that they are 
thus to be understood, may not only he collected from the very 
testimonies Bcllarminet cites ag^st it ; but some of the 
Fathers are very plain and positive in it ; but instead of setting 
down their words, I shall desire the reader to peruse the text, 
vrith the following verses to the end of the chapter, and he 
will easily perceive that they are a representation of the whole 

* Aiigelua, scilicet Chriitus, qui diciCur Angelua, i^uia missus a Patre 
in [aundam, &c. In cap. 8. Apoc. 

t Reliqui oiancB interpretes esse ChriiCum Dominum confiteatar,quia 
nulli nlii quam Chriato, &c. In cip. 8. Apoc. eect. 2. 

t Ambr. in loc. Iran. I, 4, c. 33. [ut lupra, p. 249.] 
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Church of Christ both in heavpn and enrth, joining together 
in their iloxologies anO praiseE to Ood for the rictories of the 
Lamb, and the redemprion of thr world by his l)lood, ver. 8. to 
14 : " And when he bad taken the book, the four beasts, &c. 
And they snng a new song, saying. Thou art worthy to take 
the book, &c. And I beheld aiid heard the Toices of many 
angels round about the throne, and the beaats and the elders, 
and the number of ihem was ten thousand times ten thonsand, 
and thousands of thousands, saying with a. loud voice. Worthy 
is the Lamb that was stain tu receive power, and riches, and 
wisdom, and strength, and honour, and glory, mid blessing : 
and every creature which is in heaven and on the earth, ^d 
under the earth, and such as are in the sea, and all that are in 
them, heard I saying, Blessuig, honour, glorj' fuid power be 
mito him that sits on the throne, aud unto the Lamb for ever 
and ever." 

I might pass over what they produce out of Tobit xii. 12, 
l^, where the augel Raphael is said "to bring the remembrance 
of their prayers before the Holy One, and to present the prnvers 
of the saints." 

The book being apocryphal, and so not of sufficient authority, 
we have no more reason to give credit to it in this place, than 
in others that are apparently false, as chnp. v. 12, where it 
brings in the angel sa;fing what was not tnte. vie. " I am 
Awnias the son of Ananias the great, and of thy brethren." 

There is but one text more, and I believe the reader will 
if 1 do bnt name it, without making any reflections 
upon it. Gen. ii. 18: "It is not good that the man should be 
alone, I vriil make an help meet for him ;" that is, says Henno,* 
" One Advocate or Mediator in heaven is not sufficient for man- 
kind, which has so many causes of the highest and most dan- 
gerous consequence depending before God ; let us make him a 
meet help, i.e. the blessed Virgin." 

I must not stay here to shew, that the angels and saints above 
are no way qualijied for the office of a Mediator, unless it could 
he proved that they knew our desires, and were thoroughly ac- 
quainted with our case and condition, and hand a suffiinent 
power to undertake our patronage, and a sufficient merit and 

• NOQ anffidt unua Advocatua vet Mediator humono generi in cielo, 
oum tut ao Cau pericoloaa causoa habnuit coram Deo, faciamus ei sdjnto- 
riom, hoe est, beatam Virginem. Wicel. Eleac. abas. p. 125. [Fasdc, 
Ret. Expet. et Fug. vol. 2. p. 747- Land. 1G9U,] 
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interest in God to procure it from him. But ray business is 
to shew, that the Scripture every where appropriates this to 
our Lord Christ, who being God as well as man, knows our 
hearts, and hears our prayers, has merit enough to purchase, 
interest enough to procure, nay, power sufficient to grant and 
bestow whatever we ask and stand in need of. He is sure of 
good success, whatever cause and person he becomes an advo- 
cate for. 

"Father, I know, that thou hearest me always," says o 
Saviour, John si. 42. 

" Come unto me, all ye that labour, and are heavy laden, 
and I will give you rest," Mattb. xi. 28. 

Again, John siv. 6 : "No man cometh to the Father, ba 

And Eph. ij. 18 : " Through him we both have access by one 
Spirit unto the Father." 

So Eph. iii. 12: "In whom we have boldness and access 
with confidence by the faith of him." 

But there cannot be a clearer and fuller proof to this 
purpose, than 1 Tim. ii. 5 ; " There is one God, and one Medi- 
ator between God and man, the man Christ Jesus." And, 

In 1 Cor. viii. 5, 6 : " For though there he that are called 
gods, whether in heaven or earth (as there be gods many and 
lords many), but to us there is but one God the Father, of 
whom are all things, and we in him i and one Lord Jesus 
Christ, by whom are all things, and we by him." 

Ilere, in opposition to the Pagan idolatry, that, together 
with one supreme God, worshipped many other inferior deities, 
either as subordinate governors of the world, or as mediators 
and intercesBors for them with the supreme God, the Apostle 
asserts, that to ua Christians " there is but one God, the Maker 
of all things ; and one Mediator hetwLxt God and man, the 
man Christ Jesus," to be the object of our worship. In both 
which places, it is very evident the word ele, one, signifies 
one only, one Mediator, in the same sense that there is one God, 
and you may as well make to yourselves more gods than one, 
as more mediators than one. 

Nor will their distinction of a mediator of redemption and a 
mediator of intercession be here of any use to them. For, 

I . The Apostle asserts absolutely, without any reserve or 
distinction, there is one God and one Mediator. To distinguish 
where the Apostle does not, is not to speak thcApostlc'i 
but their own, and to serve a cause instead of truth. 
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The Apostle opposes the one Mediator to the plurality of 
diemons and mediators among the heatheus : now all that the 
beatheaa attiibuted to Uieir dcemons or mediators, waa inter- 
cesBiou only ; go that this distinction, had it been thought of 
in that age, would have served the heatheiis' turn as well as 
the Papists, aiid it would have been as good an answer from 
the one as the other; Christ is a Mediator of redemption, but 
ours mediotora only of intercession, 

3. A mediator of mere tntercesuon is a groat lessening and 
reproach to the nature and perfectiooa of God. It brings 
down God to the meanness of earthly princes, as if he, like 
them, dispensed his favours hy the direction of others, ami Kt 
their importunity ; as if he knew not when to do good, ajid 
was not always ready to do it, but wanted the mformation and 
solicitation ot' others 1 and governed himself more by measures 
taken from some favourites in the court of hcaren, than by hia 
own infinite wisdom and goodness. 

We indeed are commauded to pray to God, to pray tor 
others, and to begone another's prayers : but this we do not to 
inform God, hut to pay our homage and worship to him ; not 
as relying on any interest or power we or others can have in 
God, but on his goodness, and the truth of his promises, that 
reach alike to all good men ; and in doing this, we give glcny 
to God, hy owning hia absolute sovereignty over us, and 
declaring his goodness and faithiiilness to the world : but to 
pray to saints and angels as mediators of intercession, is to 
■appose that they have upon the account of their own merit and 
worth, that power and interest in God, as seldom or never to 
be denied ; or at least, that the surest and most hkely way to 
ohtaui our petitions, is first to petition them to offer them up 
to God. But now the more of such power and interest we 
think they have in God, the more shall we place our hope and 
confidence in tliem ; and the more we trust and depend on 
them, the less shall we trust and depend on God : and is not 
this to take from God, and give to his creature, and to divide 
our hope and confidence hetwixt them ? and if faith and hope 
are any parts of religious worship, we ^ve his glory to others, 
whilst we ^ve part uf that worship to them, that is solely and 
peculiarly God's. 

4. No one can he a mediator of intercession, that is not a 
mediator of redemption too ; to be a mediator of iutercegsion 

1 the behalf of an offending person to his provoked lord, it is 
^piisit^ that be be no offender against him himsell'; that he 
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has a greater ioterest in him than the person he intercedes 
for, that this interest is founded on the merit of some services 
performed to him ; hy which services, the honour and reputa- 
tion of his government is as much retrieved, as it vas injured 
by the other s offence and disohedience, otherwise he is no more 
likely to prevail for him, than the offender is for himself; 
having hoth by their sin forfeited their right and interest in 
God's favour, and not having done any thing to make that 
atonement for them, that his justice and wisdom, as Governor 
of the worid, has made fit and necessary. 

Now such a mediator or advocate with the Father in the 
behalf of sinful man can none be, but Christ our Lord, who, 
when by our traasgressions we had provoked God, and brought 
contempt upon his laws and authority, suffered death to make 
a propitiation for our sins ; and by Ids perfect obedience and 
sufferings, restored that honour and reverence to his authority 
and government that we had vilified and despised ; and now 
in virtue of his meritorious blood he makes intercession for us, 
not as an ordinary supplicant, reljhig wholly on mercy, but as 
a powerfol mediator, urging his own merits ; having purchased 
what he begs for, having atoned for what he prays for, hia 
intercessions for us are never denied, nor our prayers in his 
name, for his sake. 

5. "We may observe therefore, that the Scripture makes 
Christ's intercession to depend on his propitiation ; so it 
follows in this chapter, ver. 6, the Apostle having said there is 
one Mediator, adds, " who gave himself a ransom for all." 
So Bom. viii. 33 : " who shall lay auy thing to the charge of 
God's elect ? it is God that justifieth ; who is he that con- 
demueth ? it is Christ that died, yea rather that is risen again, 
who is even at the right hand of God, who also maketh inter- 
cession for us." So 1 John ii. 1, 2 : " if any man sin, we have 
an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous i and 
he is the propitiation for our sins." 

This may farther appear from the analogy there is and ought 
to he betwixt the Jewish and Christian worship ; St. Paul fre- 
quently in his epistles, especially that to the Hebrews, makes 
the legal priesthood typitil of the evangeheal : now if under 
that dispensation the priests were not to make intercession 
for the people, without a sacrifice first offered up, to atone 
and propitiate for their sins ; then it follows, that under the 
Gospel we can have no other Mediator than one, who brings 
a sacrifice along with him ; aud that only has our Lord done. 
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tho is both our priest anil our sacrifice, who hath offered up 
[ lumsclf on the cross a sacrifice for our sins, aud now intercedes 

D the merits of hb owii blood, and the propitiation he hath 
t Blade. 

Thus, as you see, the Apostle in this text excludes wholly 
I mgela and sniiits from being mediators of intercession. I 
|*lftiall only add, that in another place he as pifunlj condemns 
J it, end forewarns Christians against it ; 1 Tim. It. 1,"Now 
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^^^B shall depart from the faith, giving heed to sedudng spirits, 
I and doctrines of derils," Ai6aoxa\!at Aaiftoi-ioir, the doctrine 

of dffimons, that is, of worshipping dtemons as mediators 
between God and man.* This is an exact prophecy of what 
the Church of Rome teaches and practises as to the worship 
^ of angels and saints departed, but the Apostle calls it »a 
B'i^ostiisy or departing from the faith of Christ 

The conclusion of all is this: we believe that the blessed 
'aunts and angcts love us, pray for us, are willing to help us, 
«)d do what they can and are permitted to do towards our 
happiness ; bnt from hence it does not follow that they are so 
concerned in the govemment of the world, and administration 
of human afiairs, as to make it lawful for us to make them 
sharers with God in any part of his worship : they have not, 
u we know of, a general and universal knowledge of us and 
our condition ; they have no power of themselves, either to 
hear or help us ; without God's leave, if not without God's 
command, they can do nothing ; and therefore whilst wb 
honour their memories, and hless God for what grace and 
jiory he hath bestowed upon them ; we, as the holy Scripture 
lath taught us, think ourselves obliged religiously to adore aud 
pray to God alone. 

SOLI DEO CLOBIA. 



THE WORSHIP OF THE CHURCH OF ROME JUSTLY CON- 
DEMNED, AS DlRECTiNG THE WORSHIP OP IMAGES | 
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THE FALLIBILITY OF THE ROMAN CHURCH 

DEMONSTRATED, 

FROM TllE MANIFEST EllEOK OP THE HBCOND NICENE ANB 
TRENT COUNCILS! WllICH AS8EKT THAT THE VBHEKATION 
AND HONOBABY W0B3MIP OF IMAGES, 13 A TBAJJITION 
PHIMITIVE AND APOSTOLlCal.. 

THE PREFACE TO THE READER. 

To tbat which I haye said in the dose of this Discourse) 
touching the infallibility of the second Nicene Council, and 
her authority in proposing articles of faith, interpreting of 
holy Scripture, auj in declaring what was the tradition of the 
Church of Christ, I think fit here, by way of preface, to add 
these things : 

1. That if she hath a just and ait assured title to these 
privileges, then must she be iufallihle iu the interpretatians of 
these following Scriptures. 

*"Let not a clei^jmau, from the time present, be placed ia 
two Churches, this being an argument of filthy lucre, and 

* KXqpuic ^'D roil irapovTOS fii} KaraTaaBiaBai tv f voiv UxXriaiait;- 
i/iiruptiac T^p itai aiaxpoiapSiias liiov tovto, icai dXAorpiov UtXrin- 
rtonic^e (ruui(3(lQS' ijeoiffafiti" yip if airqc rqc KUpiorSc ^'•'iSi Sj"' 
oi!i Ivvarai rtc Ivai tvpioic HovXtiitiv, ij -/ip Tbv 'iva fuaiiau, cot rbv 
iVtpov dyairijfFd' 4 ^"^ ivii; iviiicTat, cal raH iripou taraipoviiaif 
'dKa^roQ o!fv itar^ r^v ' ATToaroXiKiv puvi^Vt iv ^ ijccX^dfr, iv rovrifi 
6fii\ii nivuvKai trpoaitptuuv ivfiigiccXqsip. Td yip St aiaxponipiuav 
■fivoiiiva iiri T&v IjicKXqauiaTtKfiv vpaynarwi/ AXXoTpia rev BioS 
li^tariiKaet. 2 Nic. Cone. Can. 15. [Labbe, CoDciL vol. 7.p.609,Lut. 
Par. 1671.1 
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[ atieu from the ecclesiastical custom : for ire have heard from 
r Lord's mouth, thai do man caii serre two maslers ; for he 
11 either hat« the otic, and love the other ; or he will clcare 
o the one, and despise the other. Let therefore every one, 
f according to the Ajnstle's injuuctiou, remain in that calling 
I idtciein he was calW, and pUce himself in one Church only ; 
tot those things which are done in ecclesiaatical affaira for 
filthy lucre, are alien from God." Now either those words of 
St. Paul do really command all clei^ymen to abide iii that 
Church, in which at first they were placed ; and those words 
of Christ do, in their true and proper sense, forbid them to 
have two benefices with cure, or two churches under tbar 
care, or they do not so : if they do, then do the Doctors of the 
Church of Kome continually practise what is forbid by Christ, 
and as continually neglect what is commanded by St. Paul ; 
we also have, according to the determination of tins Council, a 
Aill conviction that they are generallv addicted to filthy laore, 
and arc, above alt other clei^, transgressors of ecclesiastical 
custom. If these texts do uot bear the sense here put upon 
them, then hath this Council cried in their interpretation of 
these Scriptures ; and if they have so evidently erred in those 
interpretations of the Scripture, which concern the maaoers 
and duty of the Christlau clergy ; why may they not err also 
in those things which concern their faith ? Moreover, it being 
evident and confessed, that the commend to tell the Church, 
especially concerns offences against good manners ; imd that 
our Lord's promise is to be with those guides, " teaching 
men to observe those things he hath commanded ;" surely it 
must be evident, that these testa are impertinently alleged 
for the infallibility of General Councils, in their interpreta- 
tions of the holy Scripture, if they do not prove the infalli- 
bility of this General Council in the interpretation of these 
Scriptures. 

Secondly, This Council, in her second canon, speaketh 
thus :* " Since when we sing, we promise to meditate in the 
judgments of the Lord, and not tbrget his words;'!' <t^ is most 
wholesome that all Christians should observe this, but espe- 
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cially the hierarchy : and therefore we command that all who 
are promoted to a bishopric, should altogether know tlte 
Psalter." Now I desire to know of the Romish doctors, how 
they will reconcile the sense here given of the Psahnist'a 
words, with their public singing in an unknown tongue? For 
if it be wholesome that all Christians should observe this, 
and if it be certain that they cannot do it, unless they do en- 
tirely know the Psalter: it ia also certain, that when the 
Psalter is only sung in Latin, all Christians cannot meditate in 
these judgments of the Lord, how wholesome soever it may be 
to them so to do. Again, if the forementioned privileges did 
certainly belong unto this Council, then must she also be in- 
falhble in these following decisions, ttis. 

1. In that of canon the third, which nma thus:* "All 
elections made by princes, of bishops, presbyters, and deacons, 
shall be void, according to that rule which saith, if any bishop, 
by using the secular powers, obtain a bishopric, let him be de- 
posed ; and they who do communicate with him, let them be 
excommunicated." According to which canon, nil the elec- 
tions of French and English bishops must be void, and all 
Christian princes must be deprived of their just prerogative in 
this afTair. 

2. In their first canon they confirm all the "canons-f of the 
Apostles, and of the six holy and oecumenical Synods, and 
also of the topical Councils assembled to make such deter- 
minations ; and of the holy Fathers, because alt these being 
enUghtened by one and the same Spirit, decreed things espe* 
dient ; whom therefore they anathemHtized, deposed, or sepa- 
rated from communion, we also do anathematize, depose, and 
separate from communion." And in particular, they frequently 
anathematize and condemn among the list of hereticsj Pope 

* Tlaaav ij/^fov ytvoiiivtiv irapd ipxoVTiav Iriaicoirov, fl jrpnT/Su. 
Ttpov, 4 Itanayov, Scvpov fiivciv sarii ruv Kavava riv Xiyovra, El 
Tit isriamiroe noapinoTs apxouoi xPV''^P""'Si ^'' airiiv iyipar^c U- 
KXriaiae ycv^rai, KoBaipiiaSui tai Afopiiia&ia, icai ot edivuvouvtic airip 
Travrtc- Ibid. Can. 3. [Ibid. p. 597.] 

t Tin i«r(5lvniiv uTri riSv iravEU^^/iwv 'AvriwriXiiiv, tvv tc H 
ayiaiv oUovjuvmSv 'Svv6luv, Kai twp 7-oiruuc miva^poiv^uvuv tiei 

yap iiirauTts, Kat toS airoB trvtifiaTBt aiiyair^ivTis iapurav ri rrvfi^i- 
potira. Kai oDc I*'" ivaiiiian irapairi/tirauvt, Eni vpile ivaSt/ia- 
riiouiv, &G. [Ibid. p. 596.] 

t Vid. Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. 556, 58B. Vid. Act. 3. [Ibid.] p. 165, 181. 
Act. G. [Ibid.] p. 421. 
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. Now if all these canotia be not to he received, 
either as to matters of faitli or mauners ; then hath this 
Synod dangerously erred in determining, that they were all to 
be receiTcd, aa being made by men etUightcned by the Holy 
Ghost in their decisious. If they be to he thus esteemed, to 
omit at present infinite advantages, whieh thb concession ^vea 
to our cftuse, then was the sixth Council in Trullo assisted by 
the Holy Ghost to determine thus ; 

1. '"Because we know tliat iu the Roman Church thej 
have made a canon, that they who arc to be ordaiued priests, 
or deacons, shall promise no more to accompany nitn theii 
wives: we, following the old canon of Apostohcal appointment, 
will have the couingal society of holy men, according to the 
laws still firm ana valid, by no means dissolving their con- 
jugal society with their wives, nor defrauding them of the en- 
joyment of each other at times convenient. If therefore any 
person be found worthy to be ordained subdeacon, dencoi^ or 
priest, let him by no means be hindered from receiving these 
orders, because he lives with his lawful wife ; nor shall any 
man require him to promise, that after his ordination he wiU 
■bstaiu from conjugal duties, lest by so doing we become in- 
jurious to that marriage which God ordained, and our X>0[d 
oleascd with his presence. The voice of the Gospel crying 
out, ' What God hath joined, let no man put asunder ;' and 
the Apostle teaching, ' That marriage is honourable, and the 
bed undefiled ;' and saying, ' Art thou bound to a wife? seek 
not to be loosed.' " 

2. When they detennine thus :t " Renewing the canon 
made by the General Coimcils of Constantinople and Chalce- 
don, we decree, that the chair of Constantinople shall enjoy 
equal privileges with that of Rome, and be magnified in eccle- 
siastical matters, ns that is." 

3. When they decree thus ;J " Since we have undersi 

I * 'Ewiit^ Iv Ty 'Pu/iaiuv iix\itaitf\iv rafti tavivoi 

ovaSiai KaBonoXoyilv, i>i oliKiri raij abrdv avvwirrovTax y 
4u(i£. 87a. Tmll. Can. 13. [Balsam. Can. Apoat. «n:. p. 3 
1620.] 

1 'OpiZojUV, Siart row Kiiiiiaroi'7ii'oU7rd\[4uc ^povov riSi" Jff«»»»i 
Xo^ifv Ttfii^ibiv ToB T^E TTptff/Jurfpnf 'Piifiije 5f6vov, led l» J 
jKlXljiTunrTUtiHc wc iKtivuv itiyaKovila^ai Ttpa-fftaBi. Ibid. T 
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that in the city of Borne they fast on Saturdaya in Lent, 
againat the tradition of the Church ; it seemed good to the 
lioly Synod, that the canon which saith, if any clei^yman be 
found fasting on the Lord's day, or any Saturday, except one 
only, let him be deposed ; if any layman, let him be excom- 
mimicnted ; shall be inviolably observed in the Church of 
Rome also." And, 

4. " When in their first canon they anathematize Pope 
HonoriuB ; that is, they by God's Spirit were assisted in the 
first decree, to condemn the practice and constitutions of the 
Church of Rome of that age ; and much more the practice of 
the present Church of Rome, as contrary to the voice of Christ 
and bis Apostles : in the second, to decree against the Pope's 
supremacy : in the third, to charge the Church of Rome with 
walking contrary to the tradition of the whole Church he- 
sides, and give laws to rectiiy ttot abuse : in the fourth, to 
declare not only that a General tlouncil may be infalhble with- 
out the confirmation, or even concurrence of the Pope, but also 
may infallibly condemn him for an heretic." 

Moreover, in this Nicene Council, this pleasant story is 
twice related, vxa. " That a certain monk being haunted with 
the spirit of fornication (a spirit too familiar with such profes- 
sors of continency), who vehemently urged him to uuelean- 
nesa, the old man miserably cried out. How long will it be ere 
thou let me alone ? thon hast been with me even to old age. 
Then the devil visibly appearing, said, Swear to me thou wilt 
tell nobody what I shall now say to thee, and I will tempt 
thee no more. Then the monk swore by the High God, that 
he would tell no man what the de^il should say. Whereupon 
Satan spoke thus to him : Worship thou no more the image of 
the blessed Virgin with her Son in her arms, and I vrill no 
more molest thee. The monk hearing this, notwithstanding 
his oath, goes the nest Jay to Abbot Theodore, and tells him 
ail that the devil said. And the abbot commending' him for 
it, farther told him, That it was better for him to frequent all 
the stews in the city, than to deny to worship, by that image, 
the Lord and his holy mother. And when the devil comes 
again, and taxeth the monk with peijury, he tells the devil, 
that he knew it very weU, but rests satisfied in this, that it was 
only perjury against his (Jod and Maker." Where note, 

aniiii' jraaa t^v TrapaiaBiirrav fmXijiTiaoric^i/ ai:oXov5iav, tlait rg 
iyiif avvotif, dan epariiv, lal ini ry 'PBi/iaiav UcXiiaif iTrapaaa- 
Xfuruc Tiv tavova, 6us. Can. 3. [Can. bb.] [Ibid. p. 427-] 
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I . That this ridiculous tale is bo acceptable to that good 
Synod, thnt they command it to be rend, Act the 4th ;* and 
I Act the 5th they make a repetition of it. 

~. That they condemn the monk's oath.-l- as bemg SpKoc 



d«e/]>)c, a wicked oath ; and, o tj.fi> 



, a false oath, and 



^; and say, " That it was better to forfiwear bin 
' Kit, than to keep an oath for the destruction of images;" and 
■wm all pleased with the decision of Abbot Theodore. Now 
it this be good divinity, then is it better to be pexjured, and 
' ' ' i the sacred name of God in vaui, thau not to worship 
ges ; yea, it is better to commit toruieation, and make the 
tnembers of Christ the members of au harlot, than not to 
idore the works of men's bands. 

Now every body knows, that perjury and foniicatioD are 
I jins against the law of nature ; and that no law of nature doth 
) flOmmand the veneration of the images of Christ, or of his 
y UesBed mother: that Christ and his Apostles said CKpreasly, 
''Thou shalt not forswear thyself; thou shalt not commit 
I adultery ;" but never said, thou shalt worship images : who 
[ tbeu can want discretion sufficient to discern, that this deter- 
lation made in the Synod, without the exception of one per- 
son, must be false ? 

It would be endless to reckon all the idle dreams, and 
fcolish stories, produced by this Synod, in favour of thdr 
images. But it is also needless, seeing the Council of Frank- 
fort hath well observed, J " that when these Fathers per- 
ceived that their doctrine by no means would accord with 
Scripture, they turned themselves to apocrj'phal and ridiculous 
tales." 

And Espenc«us§ doth ingenuously confess, " that the 

Greeks defended images with the apparitions of devils, and the 

dreams of women, as is to be seen in the Nicene Council." 

3. Observe, that from the Epistle of Gerraanna, bishop of 

I Constantinople, cited with approbation by this Nicene Syiiod, 

L ire learn not only, " that the people then received the sacra- 

[ nent in both kinds, but also that tbey received both according 

• [Ut sopra,] p. 252, 381. f Ibid. p. 253. 

t llli cum RiTore sua Scripturas Diiinas cahterere minirne posse Hease- 
mat, ad Apocryphoa qnasdam, et risu dignas n^mas pedeui veiUrunt. 
{ IJbr. Carol. 1. 3. c. 30. 

^ GriEci, qui Imagines defendebant, Dieraanum spectrin et mnliEbri- 
lomniis paniin verecunde abim sunt, ut in Nictena Spu)da viixxe 
Cuoiment. in 2 sd Tim. p. 155. 
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to Christ's own tradition,* for the commemoration of hia death, 
and of his resurrection ; and that they were divinely moved 
with an inaatiable desire o( partaking of his holy body and 
blood:" which shews, that then they held our Lord's tradi- 
tion, and the memorial of his death obliged the common 
people to receive both kinds ; and that their deske of both, 
was a desire inspired by God. And then, what inspiratioa 
mnst that be, which moved the Councils of Constance, Basil, I 
and Trent, to hinder them of the enjoyment of the cup, ' 
and even to forbid them to desire it, it is not difficult t" ' 
determine. 

4. Observe, that one reason which the Fathers of this i 
Conncil give for the worship of the image of Christ, is this, ; 
becanaef "he himself was not sensibly present with us, ' ~^ 
only present as to his divinity ;" and that he was not to ren 
with nsj abiftaTiK&t, corpowilly. 

They therefore could not believe transuhstantiation, or his 
corporeal presence in the sacrament, for having that still kept 
upon the altar, or in the puM or ciboriuni, had they believed 
Christ was corporeally present in it, they must have also thought 
that he remained still corporeally present with his disciples, 
and his Church on earth, and not denied such a presence with 
tbem as they plainly do ; and must have owned some other 
presence of our Sanonr vrith us, than that of his Deity, which 
yet apparently they do not. Moreover, they pronounce, § ana- 
tliema " against all persons who do not profess that our Lord 
was drcumsoribed as to his humanity ;" and therefore they 
pronounced this anathema on all who held, that his huma- 
nity was present in the sacrament, by way of transubstantia- 

■ nSf i Xnic '■0'' XpioroD iirl ri}* fwriiXiji/'iii roS ravayiov aiTov 
auifiaToc Kai at^aroc, di' >Iv ri)v iiv^/tiiv rov SaviTOV aiirov, cat riie 
ivaardaius "ard rijv airov t(Xoi//i(v ■jrapilnviv itopiarip iiri3vfif(i, 
tai iioKiv^Tiii a-rovSy icaTi-riLyovTai, /inXAov !) iiri rdj njyis fHf 
vlaraiy ii ikafts- Apod CanE. Ntc. 2. Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 314. 

* 'Qc p4 mpovTuq /JairiXtiic ^ tltiiv ahrov n^arai, nJore Eaj apHa^ 
Tou Jemrirou riSf SXwv 'IijCDu XpiiToS aioJhjTiuc niuv fii) jropovroc 
{aikaTor yap lari roig r^c irapcoc tjfiuv df SoX^aif , us It Oeit ^o-vniv 
irdfuaTi) ripijriow r^w aliroS ilicAva. Ansatas. spud Sjn. Nie. 2. 
Aut. 4. [Ibid.] p. 305. 

I flu jdf iKiivBiQ mipuTixiic irapaiiiviiv ijpiKXiv liug roB alUvoe 
vapiXiioKiit:. Epist. Germani Epiicopi Conslaiitioiiop. spud Syn. Nic. 
2. Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 305. 

5 E! rif Xaiarir rov Ociiv irtpiypoTrroi' ouj; uuoXuya xari ri 
d^Sptuir.vJv, ifi^i/ia. Condi. Nic. 2. Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. 578. 



Ition, sint^ it is agreed nii oil hands, tlial his body is not thett 
circuiDKribed, or prespnl, after tlie manner of r bodv- 
And so much for ihc observatinna wliich concern the thi 
tleUvered in the second Niccne Conncil. What follows from 
the doctrine here est&htished, against the tenets of tlie Itomtsh 
Church, and the aasertioas of the Guide of Coutroversies, is as 
fbltoweth. 
I. Hence it is evident, that* "in judges suborcUnnte 
dissenting, there is no universal practice obliging us to adhere 
to the superior, or in those of the same order and liignity, t» 
the major jiart." For neither could Christians be obli^ie^ to 
adhere to this false decision of the Pope, and second Nicene 
Council ; nor did the Councils of Frankfort, Paris, or the 
^^^ German, French, or British Churches, think themsehes 
^^^^ obliged BD to do. 

^^^1 2. Here also it is evident, in the judgment of theae Coiinals 
^^^H wid Churches, that f " the subordinate cler;^' may be a guide 
^^^B to Christians, when opposing the superior ;" tor so the; e Coiui- 
^^^K dls and Churehes thonght themselves, when they opposed the 
^^^B Fope of Rome, and the decrees of the second Nicene Coiindl : 
^^^P and so undoubtedly they were, provided the decisions of that 
^^^ Council, approved by tiie Pope, be false. 

3. Here also is demonstrated the falseness of that assertion 
of R. H. I *' that C'hristians ought to submit to the decision of 

I anch Church-guides, declaring the sense of the Fathers ;" the 

^^^1 sense which was imposed on them by the Nicene Synod being 
^^^H notoriously false, and by the foremcntioned Councils and 
^^^B Clhurches declared so to be. 

^^^T 4. Hence it foliows,^ that " if acceptance of a considereble 
part of Church-governors absent from any Council, is that, 
and only that, which rendcTs it equivalent to a General Coun- 
cil," the second Nicene Council, for 500 years after their sittings 
could not be General, seeing the greatest part of the western 
Cburoh-govemors were absent from it, and for .'iOO years did 
not accept of its decrees, but reject, condemn, and abhor them ; 
and how it should become, after so long a period, what for bo 
many years it was not, I am yet to learn. 

5. Hence it must follow, that if according to R. H. || "all 
' |>erBDns dissentuig from, and opposing a known definition of 
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the Cfaurch in matters of faith, be heretics :" then miut that of 

the second Nicene Council be no dcfiiutiou of the Church in 
matters of faith ; or all the foremeationcd Councils and 
Churches, that so long dissented from, and opposed it, must 
haTe been heretics during that whole time ; aud consequently 
the Pope himself, and oil that conmiunicated nith them, for 
five centuries, must be unchurched also. 

6. Heuce we demonstratively learn, that Councils by the 
Church of Kome reputed General, may confidently pronounce 
anathemas, put their decrees into their creeds, and call men 
heretics who disown them, as did the second Nicene Council ; 
when yet it is extremely ctident, that their decrees are fals^ 
their anathemas wicked and unjust ; and they whom they 
style heretics, may be good and orthodox professors of Chris- 
tianity. 

7. Hence it appears, how absurdly,* R. H, aud other Ro- 
manists assert, that none " can be suiBcient judges of the mis- 
argiungs of Councils, unless it be some following CoimcUs of 
the same authority ; and that private men cao by no better 
way learn what is tradition, hut from the Church speaking by 
her Councils ; and that Apostohcal tradition cannot be known 
but by the judgment of the present Church :" for sure our 
reason was given us for Uttle purpose, if it cannot serve us to 
discover that this Nicene Council hath tu'gucd amiss, and deli- 
vered that as Apostolical tradition, which was far from being 
truly such. 

8. Hence also we may learn the vanity of the objections 
framed against the use of reason, in judging of the truth or 
falsehood of things defined by such Councils, vii, that " it is 
great pride tor private persons to oppose their judgments to 
the definition of a General Coua<^ ; to think they can see 
clearly, what so many persons could not see :" with many other 
things of a hke nature, urged with much rhetoric, but with 
more weakness, by the Roman Catholics ; for in sudi cases as 
these are, the private person doth not rely upon his private 
judgment, but on his judgment concurring with the judgment 
of all learned Protestants in this and former ages, and of the 
whole Church of Christ for sis centuries ; and with the major 
part of the Western Church for so many more ; and with the 
confessions of many learned persons of the Church of Rome: 
and what absurditj is it to prefer the judgment of so many, 

• DiM. 3. c. 10. p. 3U. 
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joined with the clearest evidence of Scripture ; what pride to 
follow the eridence produced here, let any reasonable person 
judge. 

Lastly, Because some persona take the libertjr to gay, " the 
. Church of Bome, and her Councils, do not require men to 
venerate, to worship, or bow down to images i" let them kuow 
that their* Trent Council hath decreed, eis debitum Aoitorem 
ti venerntionem itnpertiendam esue, that due houour and vene- 
"Vation is to be imparted to them, according to the definition of 
the second Nicene Council. 

And that the Fathers of that Councd generally say, ™c 
nirriic tlicdvai ai^o/iai ral TrpnimrvCitf " I worship and adore 
the sacred images, and anathematize those who do not Eo 
confess or practise." 

In the seventh session they declare, we should J raurmc 
■iimraauoy ira) nfiriTiKilr irpo/TKiytjaiv tmayiixur, " Salute and give 
them honorary worship." In the same aeaaion they declare, 
" that it is without doubt acceptable, and well-pleaung to 
God, -KpoaKuveiv koI inrra^ia^ai, to worship and salute the 
images of Christ, the blessed Virgin ; of angels and all saints ;" 
adding, that " if any one doubt, or be ;waTcring, touching the 
worship of holy images, § 7-oiiroi' Lva^qiaTtXti h &yla xal 
olxoviiiriKii ijfiuv ^liroios, our holy Synod, assisted by the 
Holy Ghost, doth anathematize him." 

The II Roman Catechism enjoins the parish priest to declare, 
" that images of saints are placed in the Church, at colantar, 
that they may be worshipped ;" and they hsTe forced those 
who held the contrary, to renounce it as heresy. "When 
therefore any English or French Papists tell ua, that they 
do not venerate, or bow down to images ; or that the Church 
of Rome doth not enjoin them so to do, they either know not 
what their Church doth teach, or wilfully prevaricate ; all 
Roman Cathohcs being obliged by these CouncilB, and taught 
by this Catechism, to pay this veneration and ^Tor^hip to them. 

■ S«EB. 25. [Ibid. vol. 14. p. 895.] 

t Act. 2. [Ibid. vol. 7.] p. 130, 132, 133, 136. Act. 3. [Ibid.] p. 
I8S, 189, 192. 
X [Ibid.] p. 555. 
§ Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. iU. Vid. Act. 4. p. 248. 

II Part 3. ch. 2. Bcct. 24. [De Idtoc. SancC. lect. 40. p. 363. Mechlin. 
■W31.] 
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Tile Fathers of the Mcene and Trent Couneila teach, that 
Image-worthip it a tradition of the Apostlet, received by aU 
Christians from the beginning, §. 1 . The Councils of Con- 
etantinople and Frankfort, in the same age, say, H was 
the tradition of the Apostles, and the Fathers, that Images 
were not to be worshipped, §. 2. This last assertion it 
proved, Isf, from express testimonies of the Fathers, say- 
ing, they had no such custom or tradition : that Christ and 
his doctrine taught them to reject and abandon Images; 
and, that theg taught all their converts to contemn them, 
%. 'A. 2ndly, That Image-worship was by them represented 
as an heathenish custom, it being, say they, proper to the 
heathens to make and worship them, and proper to Chris- 
tiana to renmmce the worship of them, \. 4. Snlly, When 
heathens objected this to Christians, that they had no 
images or statues ; yea, that they laughed at those who had 
them 1 they own and justify the thing, §. 5. 4thly, thef 
commend the policy of the Jews for having none, and the 
misdom of those Gentiles who had none ; and held it a mark 
of their own excellency that they had them not ; and that 
they shut their eyes when they worshipped, that they might 
not see any sensible object, $.6. Sthly, Th^ answer and 
reject those very pleas when used by heathens, which after>- 
wards were used by the Nicene Council, and the Romish 
Church, in the behalf of Image-worship, §. ?. Sthly, These 
Fathers represent the hating Images of Christ, and of hit 
Saints, for worship, as a thing proper to the vilest keretiet, 



Amongst the many evidences that might be esailj pro- 
duced to shew, that the pretended General Cotmcils of the 
Church of Rome, have, with great vanity, and most apparent 
falsehood, defined, that they received the doctrines, which they 
endeavoured to impose upon the Christian world, from Primi- 
tive and Apostolical tradition ; one is, the veneration or 
honorary worship of the images of Christ, hia Vii^ia Mother> 
the Martyrs, and the Sainfa departed : for the second Nicene 
Council, and the chief bishops mentioned, or residing in it, do 
very frequently, but also very falsely say, " that the doctrine 
there declared and required, touching the adoration of images, 
D 2 
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m Apostolical I'rom tlie beginning, and that which hath been 
I ilwaya practised by the Church of Christ. " 

§. I. Pope Gregory II. having, like a true infallible in- 
[ t«Tiretcr trt Scripture, told ua, that in that expression of our 
I Xjord's,* "where the carcass is, there will the eagles be 
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githcred together :" by the carcass was to be understood 
hrist, and by the eagles, religious men, and lovera of him : 
be adda,f " that these nligious men flew like eagles to Jeru- 
salem ; and having seen our Lord, and Jainea his brother, and 
Stephen the first martyr, tbcy painted them aa they had seen 
them : and that men no sooner beheld them, but leaving the 
warship of the dei-il, they fell immediately to worship these 
images ; not Indeed with latria ; but with relative wor- 
l^p." 

Pope Hadrian saith, that " all orthodox and Christian em- 
I ^ors, all priests and reli^oiis servants of God, and the whole 
eotnpauy of Christians, observed the veneration of images and 
I inctures, for memory of pious compunction, and even till then 
worshipped them, as they received a tradition from the begtn- 
lung from the holy Fathers to do. J That the apecid honour, 
•doration, and veneration of them, was delivered by the holy 
Apostles. And that throughout the whole wori^ wherever 
Christianity was planted, these venerable images were honoured 
by all the faithful." 

Tharasius, patriarch of Constantinople, declares that this of 
the venerable images " was the tradition of the whole c&thoHe 
Church of God from the beginning ."§ 

Gregory, bishop of Possene, citM for it a. synod of the 
Apostles met at Antioch,[| "commandiog Christians no longer 
to err about idols, hut instead of them, to paint the image of 
Christ, God and man." 

And Leo, bishop of Rhodes^ adds, that "the holy and vener- 

• 'O Xpuirig St Ti irrCfia, Airei ol iieatPti!: enJ fikoxpia; 
HOI. Condi. Nic 2. Con. torn. 7- p. 12. 

t TafrBf jrpoan:ivriaavai\aTpmTttois,aWA axtriieiuC' [Tl)id.]ih 

t Sicut a primDrdio tradillmiem s eanctiii pstribna euicepertu:' ' 
[Ibid.] p. 103. Hoe enim traditnm est a aanrtiB Apoatolis. 
110 & p. 99. In auiveniD mimdo ubi ChrHtisniUs est, ipan S. Ima^nel 
■b omnibiu Gdeliblu bononuitur. [Ibid.] p. 106. 
* $ napaMttv UTuvapx'i^iv xpivuv. Act. 5. [Ibid.] p. 348 «t3S8. 

II 'AX\' dvrsiioi'ijfiv t^v Siavfpit^v or^Xijv rou trpioB ^uAv. 
Act. 1. [Ibid,] p. 64. 

T KarA Ttiv trafaloitiirav ttirakat rBivxpti™!- (ruwqSfiai'airo rwv 

woBTokaiv. Ibid. 




able images were to be iu the Church, ateording to the custom 
delivered of old times from the Apostles," 

And at the conclusioa of mao; of their actions, the Fathers* 
generally affirm, that they embraced and practised the worship 
of images, Kara n)c twv ityiuiv 'An-DaToXu*- irapa^oaii', according 
to the tradition of the holy Apostles ; and icaSif TrapiBoaav 
ilfi'iv ot ix' apX'lc aiiTOJTTai yivoniyoi Toii Xoyou,t "as they 
delivered to them, who from the begiuniog were eye-witnesses 
of the word." 

Yea, the whole Synod doth frequently assert they were 
taught thus to judge of the adoration of images l>y the holy 
Fathers, andhy their doctrine dehvered by God. J That their 
tradition concerning it, was Iv^iog irapaSoiite,^ the dinne tradi- 
tion of the catholic Church. And that in defining and assert- 
ing it, they followed the doctrine of the holy Fathers taught 
them by God, and the tradition of the cathohc Church, and 
knew this was the doctrine of that Holy Spirit which dwelt in 
her.|] That they followed in observing this tradition, St. Paul 
and the whole Apostolical college ; and that thus the doctrine 
of the holy Fathers was confirmed, thus the tradition of the 

catholic Church, rflc i'^o ictpariay tic jrEpnru Sc^a/iiytn: to 

tliayyfkiov, from one end of the Christian world to the other, 
held and practised.^ That this was the doctrine received from 
the first founders of the Chriatiau fdth, and their divine suc- 
cessors.** And lastly, they do often with full voice cry out, 
atrq if ir/ffTtc TiJiv ATfoaroXai' — rue irartptit- — Tuy upSnSo^biv, 
" this is the faith of the Apostles, this is the taith of the 
Fathers ; this is the faith of the orthodox, this is that fmth 
which estahlisheth the world. "ft 

And suitable to this is the language of the Trent Council, 
which commands all bishops, and others, whose office It is to 
instruct the people, to teach them diligently, that " the images 



« Act. 2. [Ibid.] p. 132, 133, 136, 152, 153. 
p. 328. Act. 5. p. 3B9. Act. 7. p. 576. 
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EilaaKSias. Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 321. 

5 Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. 553. ^. 

n "E-n-iaio\ou9ovvTse rg ^tt)-^6pif hianakiif rfiv aymv : 
■yip kv airg l»oi«t(oavnic d/iou nTfi/iaroc tlvat raiiTtiv 
[ibid-l p. 55G. 

f ndirp Tp S(ij BTrooroXicp iipiiyipii. Ibid, item p. 588. 

" llapd Tuvayiaiv Tpiiir(ip);iiir'r^f ifii3v SiiaoiaXlac. [Ibid.] p. 681. 

It'Hayia Suvufac Ui^qvii'. Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. 576, Act. 6. p.i9& 
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of Christ, the mother of God, and other saints, mre especu% 
to be had and retained in tenipleB ; and that doe hononr ami 
reneration is to be given to them, heeause the honour tendered 
to them, is referred to the prototype ; so that hy the imagie 
vhich they kiss, before which they micover their heads, anJ 
prostrate themselves, they worship Christ, and venerate the 
saints, whose similitude they are." And this, say they, is ioas 
" according to the costom of the eathotic and apostoUc ChMcb, 
reeeived from the first age of the Christian faith, and the con- 
sent of the holy Fathers."* 

^. 2. On the other hand, the Couneil of ConstantiDople, 
consisting of three hundred and thirty-eight bishops, assembled 
in the year 754, declares that " this evil invention of images 
neither hath its being from the tradition of Christ, or his 
Apostles, nor of the holy Fathers. "f And having forbidden ill 
Christians to worship any, or to place an image in the Chord), 
or in private houses, they conclude unanimously thus : ttinTi i 
x/oTjfTcif ' A.TroBTokan', — nui" TraTipiuy, — rHy vo^oSo^y ; J ''this 
is the faith of the Apostles ; this is the foith of the Fathers ; 
this is the faith of the orthodox." 

The Council of Frankfort, consisting of three hundred 
bishops, assembled b^ Charles the Great,out of Italy, Germany, 
and France, a.d. 794, declares that the second Nicenc Council 
had offended in two things. § 1. In decreeing that images 
should be worshipped. And, 2- In saying falsely, that ^bis 
was dehvered to them from the Apostles. They add, that 
" leaving the traditions of the ancient Fathers, who decreed 
that images should not he worshipped, they endeavoured to 
bring into the Church new and unusual cuatoBiB,"|| That 
they endeavoured to bring into Christian rehgion the new 
adoration of images,^ " without the doctrine of the holy 

* Joita Catholioq et ApOEtolicie Ecclesiffi usum, a primfGris CLristknB 
ReligiDniB temporibos receptum, sanctonunqae FatTuin cousenaioiuini. 
SasB. 25. [Ibid. vol. U. p. 895.] 

t OSn is irapatoBitiig Xpiornu ^ 'Airo3r6\uiv ji Traripiiiv rA dvoi 
fX"- ConciL Nic. 2. [IMd. vol. 7.] p. 452. ilcova ^ ■tpoaKwijaiu fl 
ariiaai Iv iitiXijirfj. [Ibid.] p. 508. J Ibid. p. S32. 

i Quia nt hoc facerent, sb Apostolia sibi trBdiCiua mentiebaatur. Lib- 
Carol. 1. 2. c. 25, 2?. [p. 228, 241. ed. 1649.] 

II RelictiB priscorum Patrum Cmditionibns, qui imagines nan colere 
sanxerant, Dovas conarieCinsolitasEcclesiEEConsaetDiliiiesinferre. Prsefat 
in Lib. 1. [Ibid, p, 9.] 

^ Atuque sanctorum Patrnm doctrina et coOBacerdotuni per ttivcrsBs 
tnundi partea cooBenBa. L. i. c. 21. [Ibid. p. 60£.] 
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Fathers, and the eonsent of their fellow-prieats throughout the 
world. That this of image-n'orship was impudentitgima tra- 
ditto,* a most impudent tradition. And that this pretended 
tradition was " neither to be found in the oraclea of the 
Prophets, nor in the writings of the Gospels, nor in the doc- 
trines of the Apostles, nor in the relations of the former holy 
Synods, nor in the doctrmes of the orthodox Fatlier3,"t That 
it was instituted by them, niiUo antiqaitatis documento eel 
exemplo, without all instruction, or example from antiquity, 

A Synod held at Paris under Ludovicus Pius and Lotharius, 
A.D. 824, soith, '* that the second Nicene Council declared for 
image worship against the diyiue authority, and the sayings of 
the holy Fathers.^ And that they determine against the wor- 
ship of them according to divine authority, and,^'u:r^a senten- 
tial ianctorum Pairum, according to the judgments of the holy 
Fathers. § 

Agobardus, bishop of Lyons, having declared against all' 
image-worship, stuth this is sincere religion, is mos Catholieua, 
luec atitigua Patrum tradiiio ;[\ this is the Catholic custom, 
this is the tradition of the Fathers ; aa is easily proved even 
out of the Book of Sacraments which the Romaa Church 
usetb. And again, " None of the ancient Cathohcs did ever 
think that images were to he worshipped or adored."^ 

Ilincmanis, archbishop of Rheims, informs us that this 
Nicene Synod was condemned and evacuated by a General 
Synod called by the Emperor Charles the Great,** according to 
the way of the Scripture and the tradition of the ancients. 
AimoinuBft also complains of them, that they had decreed 
touching the adoration of images, aliter quam orthodaxi Palret: 
aniea dejhiierant, otherwise than the orthodox Fathers had 
before defined. 

• Prffifrt. p. 10. 

t Neque in Evangeliorum tooitniis, neque in Apoatolonun dogmatibns, 
vel (juorumlibet orthodDxanun PBtram doctrinis nspiaoi lepeiimUB in- 
gertfloi. L. 4. c. 13. [Ibid. p. 540.) 

i Contra BntboritBlemdivimun et sanctorum Pstrum dicta. P. 23. [p. 
4. Fnmcof. 1596.] 

% Ed. Pith. p. 25, 26. [Ibid. p. 7.] 

II L. de Imag. eect. 30. p. 2G3. [Par. 1S66.] 

% NnllDS Bntiqunnin) CaChoUcorum unqnam eas colendas veI adorandas 
fore eiiBtimsvit. [Ibid.] p, 26a. 

*■ Secundam Scripturnrum tmmitem, traditionemqae majorum. OpoEC. 
a. cap. 20. [p. 93. LutPar. 1615.] 

tt De GeKii Franc Lib. &. cap. 28. [p. 320. Fw. 1603,] 
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" In that Synod," aaith Roger HoTeden, "it was confiiTOwI 
tiiat Ullages should be adored ; which the Church of God doth 
wholly execrate."* 

Now ill this matter let the truth lie where you pkase, it is 
sure no little prejudice against receirine any thing as a tradi- 
tion upon the eriaence of a few single Fathers, in matters of 
mere speculation, as some traditionary doctrines of the Church 
of Rome most surely are. That in a thing of this natnre, 
which must be either daily practised, or omitted by tho- 
Church, whose Councils, of three hundred hishopa at the leaet, 
iu the same age, maint^ such contradictory assertions ; one 
saying fre<iuently and expressly, that this was the doctrine of 
the Apostles, and all the ancient Fatljera ; the others aa es- 
pressly, that it never was the doctrine of either of them. One, 
that this was the practice of all faithful Christians ; the other, 
that they uever found it practised by any of the orthodox 
professors. But though such contradictory assertions, in 
another case, might cause a wary person to suspend his nsaeiit 
to either of them ; yet I am confident, that whosoever is un- 
prejudiced, must, in this case, give in his verdict against the' 
doctrine and assertions of the Treat and of the second Nicene 
Council. 

§. 3. For notwithstanding aU the confident assertions of 
these Councils, the testimonies of the ancient Fathers are so 
full and clear against that honour and veneration of iTnages, 
which by these Councils is imposed upon all Christians, with 
an anathema to them who do assert, or even think the contrary, 
that he who doth impartially read them, and doth conclude 
that the whole Church of Christ did, for five hundred years 
and more, condemn this practice ; and in plain terms, or by 
juat conseijuence assert they had no such tradition, cannot 
sustun much loss, if he quite want the use of reason. 

For, 1. The Fathers do expressly say, the Church of Christ 
hath no such custom or tradition. " We CbristiBn5,"f saith 
Theodotus, " have no tradition to form the images of saints in 
material colours." An " image,"! saith Clemens of Alex- 

* In ea SjrnoJo confirmaOim est imagines adorari debere, quod onuiijio 
Ecdisii) Dei decmtor. Annal. Part 1. ad Ann. 791. 

t Tag TiHr aytiav Uiac ova iv tUoirtv i{ uAuuf yjiiu/iaTiuv &va- 
/lopfoiiv Trapiiki'i^a/iiv. A[iu[l 2 Nic. Coiudl. Act. 6. [ut lupra 1 
p. 493. 

t 'Hftiv li oiix BXiJC oioa^rijc niffSifriv r* aYoXfid lariv. PmlrBpt, 

p. 34.^ [p. 45. Venet. 1757.] 
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sndria, "ia indeed dead matter, formed by the hand of the 
artificer ; but we (Christians) have no sensible image of sensiMe 
matter." St. Ambrose saith, that Rachel* who hid the 
images, is, or signifies, the Church. " Which Church knows 
no empty ideas, or vain figures of images, but knoweth the 
true substance of the Trinity." " We," saith St. Jerome.f 
" have but one husband, and worship but one image, to wit, 
the image of the invisible and omnipotent God." " We," saith 
St. ChrysoBtom,J " do by their writings enjoy the presence of 
the saints, having the images not of their bodies, but of their 
souls." " We have no care," saith Amphilochiu8,5 "to figure 
by colours the bodily visages of the saints in tables." So 
certain is it they had no snob custom m the first five cen- 
turies, that, 

2. They plainly tell us, that the first thing they taught their 
converts, was the contempt of images. " We plainly shew 
from the gravity or decorum of our principles, and do not hide 
them, as Celsus doth imagine, seeing even to those who are first 
entered among us, we teach the contempt of idols, and of all 
images,"!! saith Origen, " God,"lf saith he, " cannot wholly 
overlook the Christians, because they are the men who despise- 
images of human art, and endeavour to ascend by reason: 
nnto God himself; they transcend not only images, but the 
whole frame of creatures, to ascend to the God of all the 

3. They add, that they were taught thus to abandon and 
forsake all images and statues by the religion they embraced, 
and by the doctrine of the Holy Jesus. 

" The Christian doctrine,"** saith Origen, "doth not permit 
them to be solicitous about images and statues, or about the' 

* QuiB Ei^clcsU inaoes ideas et vanss nescit simnlaciomm figuras. De 
Fuga Ssc. c. 5. p. 2^6. [vol. 1. p. 429. Par. IG86.] 

t Nds antem nnsm veneramur iamginem, etc. in Ezech. c. 16. p. 189. 
F. [vol. 5. p. 162. Veron. 1736.] 

t Oixi t6v swfidruiv aiiTur, AXkti ruv i^^'"*' ^^S iltovas IvovTif, 
Apud Condi. Nic. Act. 6. [Ibid. p. 481.] 

i Ov yilp roii: irivaii ri tTapKitit Tp6ai-iira rUr ayiuv tiA ;(piiifitiruv 
iTTi/ifXic ^/tiv ivTvrovy. Ibid. p. 484. 

11 Tbis rpiireic ilaayoiilvoig jtam^pdniffii- rivv iravTuv a-foX/idTUtr 
l^jToiqffw/MV. In Celiram, I. 3. p. 120. [vol. I. p. 456. Par. 1733.1 

H Td fiiv Trig Avipui-nivijg sipi tA dydX^aTQ rcxflC iirepfpovily. 
L. 8. p. il2. [Ibid. p. 781.] yivoc OiripSav ittv ob uivov dvoAunra, 
&c.l.2.p.9I. [Ibid. p. 126.J 

** Mri Bitoiiiatuy irtpt ra ayaXixara, Kaj rd ligvuaTa. L.5. P. 25S. 
tllrid. p. 604. 
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works of God, but to traascend them, and to lift up the soiil 
to the Creator.* They, by the doctrine of Jesus Christ," 
Mith he, "are moved to relinquish all images and statues, and 
to look up hy the Word, unto the Father." Again.f " The 
Cbristian," saith he, "doth not look upon images, for he Is 
taught by Christ to seek nothing which is little or sensible, 
tut only those things which are great and truly divine." He 
■dda thatj " the prophets had foretold of the coming of Christ, 
to cnuse them to desiat from the worship of idols, and of 
images, and of demons.^ Other nations, as the Scythians, 
Africans, &c. abstain from images," saith he, " bnt the^ do it 
not upon the same account upon which we Jews and Christians 
■re averse from it ; for we abstain hy reason of the command- 
ment, which saith, thou shalt not make to thyself an idol, nor 
Uu: similitude of any thing in heaven or earth ; which things 
do not only cause us to reject images ; but make us ready to 
die, rather than we will defile our conce]itioQ of God with any 
guch impiety." 

Amobius saith, thatH "Christ had elevated the Christian 
from fruitless signs made of vile earth to the stars, and heaven, 
Uid made us to present our prayers and supplications to the 
God of all things." 

§. 4. 4. Theji say, that it was proper to the heathens ta 
make and worship images i and it is frequent among (ii» 
Fathers, to call them worshippers of images, instead of 
heathens, and to describe the Christian as one who hath left 
off, and hath renounced that practice. Clemens Alexandtinus^ 
speaks to the heathens thus ; " Art hath deceived you with 
its delusions, leading you to honour imagesand pictures.** We 
■re not Uke the Gette, and Cilicians, and other nations, to 
which we are compared hy Celsus. For they provide images 

fuiTa Koi ilpiuaTa. L. 7- p. 359. [Ibid. p. J23.] 

f 'EfiaSf yip iri tov 'Iijaou /iijJiv /i«piw, rouriffrtv ahl^nriv, 
KnTiiv. L. 7. p. 362. [Ibid. p. 726.] 

t npo^ijTfuiuv iripi Tqc roC'IijffoS ixiSij/iJoc n^iirdjTflc rijc iri 
tSv ayaXfiAruiv Scpairilac. 

i Ou fiivov luTpiwovTui AyaX/iara i\Xi jcai aJroBvijatnv troluwc 
IpXovTai, &c. L. 7- p. 375. [Ibid. p. 710.] 

II Qui ab signia iDBitibiu atqne ex viliasimo fannatia lulo adsydera gub- 
levaviC et crelum. Adv. Gent. L. I. p. 22. 

i UponyoDcra iiri rd TLfiav xai vpoBKvvfiy ayoXfiara Kat yaaAac. 
AdiaoQ. p. 39- A. 

■• 'RfieiQ Si T>)v hi tUv toiovtoiv ti/i^v iuiXovnc awi tov Bilov, 
£••; apiioZivTvv fiaXKoy iiaftavioic L. 3. p. 131. [Ibid. p. 169.J 
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for their gods ; but we," saith Origen, " remove from God all 
honour by anch thiDgs, as judging them more fit for devils." 
And agam, he representa them as men,* who having fallen 
from the true knowledge of God, under a vnin imagination of 
piety, worship images. And he representa the Christians, as 
those who by ^the conduct of the word, or reason, ascend 
from wood and stone, silver and gold, and all that was precious 
in the world, to the Creator of aU things.-|- " What ensign da 
we bear before us," saith TertuUian, "hut that first wisdom, 
which instructs us not to worship the frivolous works of men's 
hands, that abstinence whereby we do refrain from the goods 
of others, &c. He that wiD understand who are Christians, 
must know them by these marks and tokens." J *' You are the 
men who make images of gold," saith Amohiua, "which wo 
Christians cease to do.§ This is the doctrine of the holy 
prophets, which we Christians follow ; this is our wisdom, 
which they who either worship images, or defend vun philo- 
sophy, deride." || " Innumerable of all nations," saith Origen, 
"are turned to the Christian faith, not without the great 
hatred of those who worshipped images ;" whereas they who 
have left all images and statues, is his description of the 
Christians. 

Accordingly we find the Fathers still representing this as an 
heathenish custom.^ "If you speak of the Greeks, and other 
heathens," aaith Tbeophilus, " they are the men who worship 
airiiKonaftaTo, vcKpuiy aydpuKaiv, the images of dead men,"** 
" Helen, when she had found the cross, did worship Christ, but 
not the wood, because that," saith St. Ambrose, "was the 
error of the heathena."tt "It is no marvel," sajth Euscbins, 
L. 4. p. 177. [Ibid. 



p. 519.] 

t Quid 
humans u 



a insigne pr»ferimuB, b 



ill primam sapieutiam, qua frivols 
qui vult intelllgete qui aunt Chris- 
tiani, iatis indiciis utaCnr necesse est. Ad Nat. 1. I. c. b. [p. 43. Par. 
16'J5.] 

t Vo» simulacra eSugitia ci aura, I. 2, p. 9S. Qos qoidem hob cea- 
BSniUB facere, I. G. p. 189. 

S I»d qui fragjlia colnnt, L 7. c. 26. 

II Eorum quidiuulocra venerabannir. iripi 'Apj;. L. 4. c. 1. 
H Ad Autaljrc. 1. 1. p. 76. [p. 28. Oion. 16B4.J 
■• Hie eoini Genfflia est error. Oral, de Obit. Theod. p. 61. [toI. 2. p. 
1211. Par. 1690.] 
tt 'Qt lUie Tiuv jTflXoiBiv ajTopaftuXiwriSc "la aiarlipaf; iOvitj avvti- 
...iT-nT.. -nS™- ■■.:,j., .....^.1.-,-^ i-ij, rpowcv. Hist. Eccles. 
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that those of the heathens, who of old were cured hy o 
Swiour, should do such things (i. e. erect his image, as d 
the woman cured of her liloodv issue), since we have 
images of the apostles Paid and Peter, yea, aod of Christ him- 
self, kept painted with colours oa tables ; for that of old they 
were wont imprudently, by a heathenish custom, thus to 
honour them whom they counted their saviours or bene- 
factors." This therefore was an heathenish, and not a Chris- 
tian custom : for had Christians customarily had aiich statues 
and pictures, why doth Eusebius make tma a badge of hea- 
themsm ? Why doth he say, " It was no marvel that heathens 
should do thus 7" If the images of Christ and his Apostles 
had been then common in aU Christian oratorie-s, why is it 
mentioned as so rare a thing that he had seen them ? Wh^, 
lastly, doth he say that this was done RimpaAuXatTtuc, that is, 
according to Valesius, "imprudently and mconsiilerately T' 
Adamautina the MaoicliGean, cites those words of the second 
commandment,* " See that you make no efligies, nor images, 
for I am a jealous God," to reprehend the zeal of the God of 
the Old Testament ; to which St. Austin answers, that-f "he 
ouly quarrels with God's !^, because it forbade images, and 
so would seem to favour images; which," saith he, "these 
men do to conciliate the favour of the heathens to their mad 
and miserable sect :" where we learn, not only that simulacra 
and imaginet are with St. Austin the same thing, hut also 
that it was only heathens who then favoured images, and those 
who had a kindness for them. Agobardus, in the 9th cen- 
tury saith, thatj " to use the images of the Apostles, or our 
Lord himself, for the honour of religion, or any veneration, i» 
to use them after the manner of the heathens, and that if Con- 
stantine did adore the images of St. Peter and St. Paul,§ h&. 
did it from the pestiferous custom of idolatry." So generally 
and BO lately was this esteemed an heathenish and idolatrous 
(joBtom, hy the Fathers of the Church. 

5-5. 5. This was so notorious to the heathens, that they 
object it to the Christians as their crime, that they had no 

• EfBgieset Imagines. Contra Adara. cap. 13. [vol. 8. p. 126. Par. 1688.] 

t Viilt ergo videri favere se simnlacrU, quoil propterea taeiiint ut miser- 
irbnffi Bt leaimai ms secOi etiam. Paganomm cODcilient benevolcndain. 
Ibid. 

X Ob reltgionis honorem, aut aliquam veaeratiaDeiii, mc 
De Imag. p. 248. [Par. liiG6.] 

j Ex coDsuetadinc Idalolatriie peatifera, [Ibid.j p, 232. 
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images, that they would not make, ivould not endure, much 
less venerate them, and that they laughed at those who did. 
Cekus objects, saith Origen,* that " we avoid the making of 
images." And again.f " In this, that they will not endure 
images, they are lite unto the Scytlijans, and other irreligiouB 
and lawless nations, who dedicate no images to their gnds, 
and count them fools that do so." And a third time, " thou 
laughest at our images."! "For this cause you lay great im- 
piety to our charge," saith Arnohiua, "hecause we make no 
images, or shape of any of the gods." In a word, when 
Adrian the Emperor had commanded thatj " temples should 
be made in all cities without images, it was by them conjec- 
tured that he made them for Christ," saith Lampridius ; who 
adds, that " he was forbidden to proceed in this enterprise, by 
those who, consulting the oracles, found that all men would 
turn Christians, if this, according to their wishes, should fall 
out." Whence evident it is, that it was not the use of Chris- 
tians then to have images in churches, but that the contrary 
was according to their wishes. 

6thly. If we consider what the Fathers answered to this 
accusation of the heathens, we shall more fully he convinced, 
that they did not venerate, but did entirely reject the use of 
images, aa vain, ridiculous, and inconsiatent with the Christian 
faith, and the true worship of a Deity. For, 

Whereas the heathens complained that Christians laughed at 
their images, Origeu replies[[ " that they did not laugh at the 
insensate statues, but at those who worshipped them." And 
he justifies this practice of the Christians by saying, that^ 
" any man of sound reason could not but laugh at them who 
looked upon images, and by the contemplation of them, 

* 'HfiSc iydXiiara UpiaSai pijfiv. L. 8. p. 3S9, 401. [ut siqira, 
p. 755. 772.J 

I OiK iyixovTat AfdXiiaTa, oiiSi yAp Se^Soi rovro. L. 7. p. 373. 
[Ibid. p. 738.] 

t Quod DDQ Deomm alicnjos eimulacrum CDQsdtaamDS ant formam. 
L. 6. p. 189. 

$ CbiistoTemplum facers voluit (Severus) quod et AdrianuB eogitasse 
fertur, qui Templa in omnibaa dvitatibus aine simuUcria juaaenit lierL 
Hist. Angnat. c. 43. Qui otmBolenteB sacra, reperenint omnca Christianos 
fieri, si id optato eveciaaet. Ibid. 

II OitSi KaTayfXHtfiiv tuiv <f^v;^uv ^odvatv, AW li apa t^v irpotT- 
Kvvoiyrvv nirolc L. B. p. 404. [Ibid. p. 77Z.] 

U T(c ydp voiii' Ixiav oi KaTayiXiatTai tov tfapiivTOt fDiC if&h- 
/laiTiv, &c. 1. 7. p. 362. [Ibid, p, 726.] 
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I thought to sscend from what vbs seen, and tiu a symbol, to 

I what was understonxl, 

2ndly. They answer, by distinguiahing betwixt such imaees 

I u were the work of an ortificer, sajnng, that these they aid 
meet ; and aiich as were Bpiritual, eonsistine in the rcBem- 

! bumcc of the virtuea aiid perfediuns of their Lord ; and these 
&cy owned as acceptahle to Go<l, and sueh as they regarded. 
''ITie images which are agreeable to God,"* saith Origen> 
''are not such as are framed by servile ardsts, hurt tlioae 
virtues which are formed in ub by the word of God, and are 
the imitations of the first-born of the ercation, in whom are 
the examples of justice, temperance, fortitude, pnidenoe, end 
ffodlinesfi, and all other virtues. f In all therefore who are 
nirnished with these Tirtues, are the images which we think it 
meet to honour, the prototype of all images, the image of the 
invisible God, his only Son ; and^ they who put off the old 
man with his works, and put on the new, which is renewed in 
luiowledge according to the image of him that created him, by 
receiving this image of their Creator, make such images in 
themselves as God regards," insinuating, that God Uked no 
Other. § " In sum," saith he, " all Christians do attempt to 
make such images, as we have now related, not such as hare 
no life or sense, nor such in which wicked demons may reside;" 
that is, neither such images as were in use amongst the 
heathens, nor such aa are now used by the Church of Rome ; 
for theirs, 1 suppose, have neither life nor sense ;|1 " Let there- 
fore any man that will," saith he, "compare the images I have 
now mentioned, framed in the souls of pious persons, with 
the images of Phidias, and Polycletus, and the like, and he 
will manifestly discern that the latter are void of life, and cor^ 
rnpted by time ;" and therefore he concludes, that there is no 
compare betwixt the images of Christians, and of heathens. 
So that the images which are obnoxious to the injuricB of 

• 'AyaXuara W trpiiroPTa Bii^, ovx viei (iavaiauv rExvirSv (fa- 
rfOKtoavitlva, &o. L. B. p. 3B9. [Ibid. p. 755.] 

■(■ 'Ev sratrii' oiv tariv AyaXfiara nlf jrpiirai' ilrai iriiritaittSa ri- 
fioff^ni tA irpiurrSruirof triyriai/ ajaXuaToiv. Ibid, 

t 'AyaX/iaTa if iavroig jroioCoii/ ottoIo (SuiXirai & iirJ »a« Otis- 
Ibid. 

§ Our S^vxa tal dvnioSijra, oili Aai/ioviav Imrixa. [Ibid. p. 766.] 

-Tf aiavar^ iiivuy fvxy. oUi,ila avyKpitis: iuTiv rHv TTnp' ijiijv 

irpic Ta iyiXpara tS-v iSvwv. Ibid. p. 330-, 391. [Ibid. 756, 757.] 
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time, and which sic void of life nnd sense, were then aa- \ 
counted heathen images, the images of Christians were then | 
only those which are framed in the immortal souls of men. | 
According to that of TheodotuB Ancyranus,* " We have n 
tradition to form the images of saints in material colours j but 
we are taught to express their yirtues recorded in the writings 
concerning them, as their living images." And that of Am- ' 
philochlua,f "We are not concerned to frame the fleshy per* 
sons of the saints by colours upon tables, but to imitate the I 
Tirtues of their conversations." 

3. To the comparison made by Celsus betwixt them and I 
the Scythians, Moors, and Persians, in this matter, Origen 
rephesjj that "it is true, both they and Christiana were avi 
from images ; hut then the Christiana rejected them on bettec J 
grounds than heathens did, tit. because they would not i 
violate the commandment forbidding the use of them, and 1 
because they dreaded to debase the divine worship, by bringing I 
it down to matter shaped in sueh a manner and figure. AnS ] 
because, § finding by the doctrine of Christ the way of piety 1 
towards God, tbey avoided those things, which, fay appearance I 
of piety, made men wicked." Which passages assure us, not 
only that the Christians of those times abstained from dl 
religious use of images, but also that they did it in obedience 
to the doctrine of Christ, and the commandment forbidding it, 
i.e, upon the very motive that moves us to do so. 

4thly, Arnohius in answer to the same objection of the 
heathens, that Christians did contemn the deities, because 
they had "no images of any of them, nor did tbey worship 
theif effi^es ;" whereas " the heathens made, and with reh- 
gious observation did regard them,"|| pves this reason why 
the Christians had them not, vis. " Because (saith he), we do 
conceive, that if they certainly be gods whom we worship, and 
have that eminence which by that name ia signified, they will 

•'AXXd tA^ tovtuv dpiriie oiSv riroQ in^vxevs (frrScaj dvo/tdr- 
rioSn. lilii/iyjiiea. Apud Cone. Nic. 2. Cone. torn. 7.p. 492. 

+ Ou /dp roic 7riva£i rd <rapi:<«d jrpcuffcuira tZv ayiuiv ^ul );piu^driiiv 
tviitiXic 4fiiv ivTVirovv, Ibid. p. 4S4. 

X Kardyiiv r^v iripi ri 6{iov ipTiamidv ivl t^v touivtiiv vXtfv 
ovriiial iirxtjuarnrnivtiv. L. 4. p. 374. [nt Bupra, p. 739.] 

J EupOM-fc Bri fid r^v 'lifirov S^aaKaXiav tdv Tpoirop rijc li^ 
li 9il/iv liieti^iias tpiiyofuv rci ^auraaia liai^iias iaf^cis woiauvra. 
L. 8. p. 391. [Ihid.p. 758.] 

II Scquitor ut de Bimulscris dicsrauB, qoK mulbi arte compooitu, ct i«- 
ligioea obserraCioiie curatlB. L, 6. p. 194. 
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deride, or be offended with such kind of liooour."* 2n<Ily> 
He tella thcin, tliat he is not able to dcteTmine, " whether they 
themBelves do this seriously, or with intention to deride nhat 
they pretend to worehipxt lor if it be certain," saithhe, "they 
ve gods whom you worship, and that they have their habita- 
tions in the highest heavens, nhat reason can induce you to 
.£ranie these images of them T'J Which reason dofb as much 
concern the Roman images, for they are images of Christ, 
•the Virgin Mother, and of those saints oiid martyrs, whom 
they suppose to Uve in heaven. 3rdly, Ue calls upon the 
faeatheus to clear up their understandings, and consider, that 
" those images before which they lie prostrate, and which they 
humbly adore, are wood, stones, brass, silver, or gold,"^ 
and such are also all the images of Roman Catholics. And 
having ui^d these, and many other arguments, he concludes, 
"he had sufficiently demonstrated how vainly images were 
made." II Whence evident it is, that Christians then esteemed 
it a vain, ridiculous thing, and a dishonour to that Jesus 
whom they owned as God, to worship him by images, and 
that they had no image of any thing in heaven. And indeed, 
4he very silence of the Christians, as to the matter of images, 
when Uiey professedly reply to this impeachment of the 
heathens, is a sufficient argument that they allowed no use of 
images in their religious worship, and that they paid no vene- 
ration to them 1 for should any heathen now object against the 
Church of Rome, that *' they had no images ; woidd they not 
answer, they had the images of Christ, his Virgin Mother, and 
of his blessed saints and martyrs?" This therefore should in 
honesty and reason have been the answer of the ancient 
CluiBtians to the like objection of the heathens made agMnst 

I .t^ra, had it been suitable to the received principles and 

I practice of their times. 

Moreover, the heathens, as Lactantius informs ua, thought 
an image so very requisite to the performance of religious 

* HODOmiD Imc genera aut riani habere, si rideaot, aut indigne perpeti 
P. 189. 

t UCrumne istud HTio et cum praposlto faciatia gravi, im ridendo res 
ip«a»? Ibid. p. 134. 

t Si enim certum est apud vos Deoa eiae quos veneramioi, atque in 
gnrnmis coeli re^onibus degere, qoB ratio est, ot Bimulacra isU fingantur 
BiobisP P. 195. 

§ Simnlacra ista, qas tcmplia in omnibus pioetrati, et humilee adoTatU, 
ogea, lapidea, tera sunt, &c. F. 200. 

y Satis demonetrBium est quam inuiiter Aaot sioiuUccai p 210. 
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WOTaliip, that "thev imagined there could be i 
where there was no image."* And this induced them to c 
ceive, that albeit tbey kacv not of any images the Christittna M 
used, yet had they some conceded amongst them. And hence I 
Csecilius asked the Christians, " Why is it that you hide and 1 
conceal the thing you worship, be it what you will ; why have 1 
you no altars, no temples, no known images t"f not doubting.9 
but they bad some images <;oncea1ed. To this imagination of tlte I 
heathens, Origen thus replies : " We openly declare the vene* 9 
rable principles of our religion, and do not hide them ul 
Cclaus doth imagine ; for we teach our converts the contempt V 
of idols and of all images.''^ Octavius, also, takes notice of ifefl 
in these words : "You think we hide what we worship, if w«iH 
have not temples with images and ajtBrs."§ And uien hf'W 
answers in behalf of Christians, nith a free insinuation, that j 
they had no such things ; and gives these reasons why they fl 
bad them not : " What image shall I make of God, since if ■ 
you rightly do esteem it, man is the image of his Makort 1 
What temple shall I build, when the whole world canao^ I 
contain him ? What sacrifices should 1 offer, since a good sold 1 
and pure mind is the offering that he will accept ? These 1 
(and not temples, images, or victims) are the holy service^ I 
which we present unto our God." [| Whence it is evident, tbxt I 
images were not admitted then amongst the sacra of the M 
Christians ; and that they held it not convenient to make aik V 
image of that Jesus whom thev asserted to be God. ■ 

Now briefly to reflect upon these things : can it be reasonably. ■ 
imaged, that they who so expressly tell us, "They had uOil 
tradition to make the images of siunts, no sensible image, iMh 1 
images of their bodies," and that " they knew no vain figures^J 
of images ;" that they who declare that they themBclyea.J 
despised, and " taught their converts the contempt of images;"' J 
that their rehgion and their Saviour taught them not to be J 
solicitous about them, but to relinquish, abstain from, and to | 
abandon them ; that they who teach that it was proper to the I 

* Nee uUam religionBm putaot, Bbicunque ilia Don fulaerint. L. Z. c. 6. I 
[c. 7-] p- 169. Ed. Lyd. [vol. 1. p. 100. Wirceb. 1783.] I 

t Cur oecultara qnidquid i!lnd oolunt magoopare nitiintur ? cor nullu M 
ama babent, lempla nulla, nulla nota eimnlscra ? P. 10. -I 

t L.3.p. IBO.Cvol. l.p.456.Pflr.ir33.] i 

i Patatia nos accoltare quod colimus, a delabra et aim uon babemua. 

quod eoim simulacrum Deo fingam, 

homo Binmlacrum ? P. 3fj. 

II Hbc nostra sacrifida, heec Dei Sacra rant. lb 

TOl. VII. ~^0*"^^ - "% 
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I ibeathcns to honour images and pictures ; that tlie custom 
I Antlicitiah and idolatrous, and only fit for demons ; and that 
(Christians nert to be koown by this, that " they voutd not 
; the works of men's hands;" that "they had left all 
^es and statues, and that this was their wisdom ;" that 
I'jSiey to whom it was couliuunUy objected by the heathens, 
I ^tat " they neither had, nor would endure images ;" that they 
t ** avoided the making statues, aud laughed at them who did 
I It:" and who, in answer to these things, not only do conleas 
\ the thing, but justify and glory iu it ; telhng their adrersariea, 
t ttiat imsgea were vainlv made by him, who was the image of 
his Maker, and should make no other images; that "they 
^serredly laughed at them i" and that the heavenly powers 
themselves, if they were subject to that pasnou, would laugh 
I At such Totarlcs ; I say, eon it be reasonably conceived, that 
I they who say such things, should make it a matter of their 
L iuth, that images should be worshipped, and in their constant 
I jpTnctice should adore the images of Christ, and of his saints t 
I §.6. Nor do the Fathers only declare, in their Apolomee 
1.^^ conflicts with the heathens, they had no images ; but they 
I HBOmniend themselves and others upon this account, and say, 
I It was a thing to he commended, both in them and others, 
I And, 

On this account they mightily commend the Jewish pdity, 

because it taught them not only to trauseend all images, but 

t aH created beings, and to ascend to the Creator of the world. 

Sing, that " he that doth inspect their laws and constitutions, 
[ find that they were men who had a shadow of the 
t ieavenly life on earth, because they hod no image makers in 
[ 'their commonwealth."* 

As for themselves, they declared, that they, on this oecomit, 
" were men, or something more excellent than men, because 
I Jbey did not veuerate, but did transcend all images, and go 
I immediately to God."f And "if we do not worship statues, 
I imd cold images, like to those dead men which they represent 
|ido we not deserve praise ratlier than punishment," J saith 

-iTip^i' oi liavBv afakfiara. Orig. adv. Cdsam, I. 2. p. 91. 
I [nt Bupra, p- 426.] OMtic ruv tiaovae iraioimrav, L. 1. p. 191. 
rpbid. p. 524.] 

f ('AvepwirDi U, Kill II Ti At-epiiTTav Tttu^Tcpov. L. 4. p. 177- 
[Ttid. p. 519.] 
* NoTuie landem mega quam pctnam inerebiitur rrpadium agniti 
Diie' Apol. cap. 12. [p. 13. Far. 1695.] 
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Tertullian, " for the refusaJ of this ancient error ?" Tea, they I 

declare their humble confidence, that " God would not ovet- | 

look them, but vouchsafe them some manifegtation of hk ] 

goodness, aud give them some fruit of his providence, amongst I 

other reasons, for this very cauae, because they, despising | 

images of human art, endeavoured directly hy reason to ascend I 
to God."* 

And lastly, as for those heathens, who for some time J 

worshipped the Deity without images, they say, they served j 

God " more purely when they had no images ; and that their I 

relipon would have been better had they done so Btill,"f Bat I 

as for those who retained them, and looked upon them whea I 

they worshipped, or did esteem them sacred, they declared they I 

could not but look upon them "as men of a lame and infinn 1 

mind," they could not "but laugh at their folly. "J Andth^ I 

do frequently apply that passage of the Psalmist to them; I 

"They that make them are like unto them;"§ as judging it | 

the extremity of error in them who had the use of reason, to ] 

worship stocks and atones. Now, sure we cannot reasonably I 

think these Fathers practised themselves what they thai I 

laughed at, and condemned in others : that they admired the 1 

Jewish polity, because it did pertait ne images in their sacred I 

worship, and yet conceived these things not only consisted^ I 

with, but even an advantage to the Christian poUty ; or tha^ I 

at the same time, they could conceive themselves prtuseworthy I 

for rejecting, and even despising images of human art ; and I 

yet not only have them, but think them worthy of their vene* f 

ration, and by them should ascend unto that Jesus whom the^ I 

owned as their God : We therefore may be well assured froB> I 

these sayings, that the Christians of those times did not lootj I 

upon inmges when they performed their worship to God the, I 

Father, or his Son Christ Jesus. And to assure us yet furthei> I 

that they did not do it, they inform us, that when they paid I 

their worship to the due ohject of it, they did " shut thei^ I 

* Ml) liicipiiiipaaSiii inrii tbu &cov,ak\A auTols nva jiri^voar 
ytyaviviu. L. 8. p. 412. [Ibid. p. 781.] %ai Tobrais Ajrovipn tapwiv 
rq£ Trpoaraaias aiTov. Ibid, 

t Dicit antiquas Roman as plnsquain anna.s 150, Deoa sine eimnkcra 
coluiiue, qaod si adhuc remuisisBet, caEtina Dii □bBErvareator. Aag. de 
C. D. I. 4. c. 13. [c. 31.] [vol. 7. p. 111. Pm. ICBS.] Agob. de Im»g. 
sect. 24. [nC anpra, p. SbS.'] 

t Orig. I. 7. p. 362, 367. [nt supra, p. 726, 731.] 

I AngQBt. et Theodoret. in Psal. criii. [Aug. 0pp. vol. i. p. ISOS.J 
Vu. ISBl.] rniecKtoret. Opp. vol 1. p. Ult. Hil. 1769.] 
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rjefl," and thought it nas their duty so to do, and that this 
practice did enable them the better to liA up their minds lo 
God. 
B|r Origen, in allusion to those nords of Christ ; " I am come 
K^ito the vorld, that they vho see not, may see ; and they who 
■ee, may be made blind," saith, that* " the Word makes the 
eyes of the soul to see, but blinds those of the senses, that the 
soul may without distraction behold what it ought : if thfere- 
fore any man act aAer the manner of Christians, the eye of 
his soul is opened, but that of his sense is shut ; and by how 
much more he openeth his better eye, and shuts the eyes of 
his senses, by so much more he seeth, and contemplates beH«T 
God, and his Son, who is the Word and wisdom," And again.f 
" e»en the meanest Christian ahutting the eyes of his sense, 
and opening those of his soul, transcends all the whole world, 
and shames the wise men of the world, who, ivopunTi^ toIq 
(lyaX/ioffi, looking upon images by contemplation of tiiem, 
do endeavour to erect their minds to God." St, BasilJ aaith 
thus, " I do not confess with my lips, that I may appear to 
many so to do, but, shutting my eyes inwardly in my heart, I 
shew my inward groanings to him that seeth in secret." They, 
therefore, doubtless thought not images then needful to excite 
devotion, or to move compunction iu them, though by the 
second Nieene Council they were afterwards declared useful to 
these ends § 

§. 7. And therefore whereas heathens had many of the 
same pretences for having and for using .images in their solemn 
worship, which that Nieene Council, and the Church of Rome, 
have since took up, the sayings of the Fathers equally confute 
them both. For, 

1. Whereas the Trent Catechism saith, ttat the having 
images in churches, and the giving worship and respect unto 
them, tends, maximo fidelium bono,\\ "to the great benefit of 
the faithfid." And the second Nieene Council doth frequently 
in effect declare the same. Theodotus smartly puta this 
question to those who used them in his time ; " let them 
say, who do erect such forms, what profit can redound unto 

• TlavTBQ eiv Tov carh rpDJTojivpiffriatlJoj'TOC^i'ijC V^'XiS'T^ytp" 
oJ^nX/iij, Koi i rijc a/oOqaiwc >»/iur(. L. 7. p. 358. [Ibid. p. 722.] 

—vripavaffsivii rdv Uov tiopov. P. 362. [Ibid. p. 726.J 

J 'El" aiiTgry ttapSlf i^na pvuv. In Psnlm 37. torn. I. p. 208. 

[vol. 1- p. 520. Par. 1839.] i Act. 2. [ul mpra,] p. 103. 

II Part 3. cap. 2. sect Zi. [p. 307. Ups. 1343.] 
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them by so doing? or to what spiritiifil contemplation are 
thej- led by that remembrauce ?"* Clemens of Alexaudriaf 
espreaaiy saith, that they are apya cai ^t'EijXo, " vain and pro- 
fane." Lactantius,J that they are, in»en»ibilia et vana, "Tain 
and insensate things," Origen and St. Austin, that they were 
"daugerous and hurtful to the Christians, and for that cause 
avoided by them." 

2. Whereas the heathens said, that they used their im8ge8§ 
*' only to represent things invisible, by what was visible ; and 
to teach them, as it were, to read the things concerning the 
goda out of theae image-books ;" that these things were as 
letters which did instruct them in the knowledge of God, and 
by inspection of vrfiich they attained unto it : that the Divinity 
was to be propouuded to the mind, and these things only to be 
used, eic liui'ijiTiv rov 0roS,]| "to bring God to their remem- 
brance, Ka't cSoTTtp '^^iipayiayla.v j-ira Kai oSov TrpoQ avafiytiaiy, 

and, as it were, a manuduction, or wa^ to bring them to their 
minds." That they were hut^ "as glasses, whereby to re- 
present God to them ; and they ought to he approved, ov 
ravra TifiQyrcg, nXXa ?(a tovtoiv to 5e7ov, who do not worship 
them, but by tbem the Godhead." The Fathers having men- 
tioned these notions of the heathen wisdom, say, thnt nothing 
can be more ridiculous, and greater matter of their shame ; and 
that they are more Uke to** " writers of fables, than divines ; 
that God was not honoured by such symbols ; that they who 
know the truth, ought not to think to honour the divine virtues 
by images made of insensate matter, but they should openly 
teach all, not to admire things obvious to sense, but only the 
invisible Maker of them, and worship his invisible and incorpo- 
real virtues, not thinking to honour the Divinity with insensate 
statues, which can have nothing well-pleasing to God, nor the 
images of divine powers, but with sound doctrine, and a pure 

• EiwaTtaaav oi rdj roioc ^i AvaaTii\aiivTig luififig, rolas it rniriap 
dpa Kara-iriAaiouv lu^tXeiac, ^ Iv irola hi Ttje rouruiv lii'a/ii'ftnilue 
dvdyovTai jrwufiarucp iimpij. Cone. Nie. [Ibid.] p. 492. 

t Strom. 7. p. 714. [at suprK, p. Sib.] t L. 2. KCt. i. p. 161. 

5 Ti-nipi ScHv ypaitfiaTa %additfp fx 0tl3\mv tuu rij-aX/jantiiv. 
Puphyr, apud Euseh. Pnepar. Evang, 1, 3. o. 7. 

11 Mfli. Tyr. Dissert. 38. p. 370, 377. 

i Plutareh de Iside at Osir. p. 382. 

"" Tauro /liv oEriuc Isiivoi /iuSoXoyoBa-ii', oA yd|) SEuXnyuriTiw. 
Athsnas, contr. Gent. p. 21, 23. [vol, 1. p. 17, 19. Heidelb. 1691]. Euspb, 
Prffpar. Evang. 1. 3. c. 13. [p. 121. Colon. 1G88.] I. 5. c. H,|Uii.l. 
p. 203.] 
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mind." By all which sayingd, they efjuully conJeniii the sym- 
buhcal images of the eacred Trinity auu God thi; Father, 
tacitly allowed hy the Trent Council* iu these irords, " (whcD 
it IB expedient for the unlearued, in figures, to express the 
histories and narratives of holy Scripture, ihe^ must he taught, 
that the Diiimty is not therefore pictured, as if it could be seen 
by a corporeal eye, or expressed by colours, or by figures ;)" 
and received generally in all Roman Churohes.-f 

And, 'indly, whereas tfae^ Nicene Council, and the Roman 
Church hsve introduced images of Christ, the blessed Virgin, 
and the saints, ander the same pretence; as tending, 1st, to 
instruction, we. " the images of Christ being framed," say 
they, "that his incarnation may be made known to all ; and 
the ima^s of the Apostles, prophets, and martyrs, to be a 
short writing, and excitation, and teaching of the people, espe- 
cially the most simple." And, 'Indly, for the " remembraDce 
of the prototypes." ! say, whereas these are the Romish and 
the Nicene pleas, the Fathers do expressly say, §"They cared 
not to make any such images of saints, because they had no 
need of them ;" || they knew not "to what spiritual contempla- 
tion they could be erected by such remembrance of them :" 
they had the writing of the saints, which were their living 
images, and with them were content. St. Austin, speaking of 
some who said, that " our Lord Christ had written books of 
magic, and committed them to St, Peter and Paul ;" he oon- 
jectures, that they therefore made mention^ "of these two 
Apostles, because they had in many places, particularljr at 
Rome, seen those two jwctured with him." And then he 
adds,** " so Terily deserve they to err, who sought Christ and 
his Apostles, not la the holy Bibles, hut on painted walls ;" an 

■ Docestnr populus non propterra diyinitfllem fignrari, qunai corporeis 
oculU conapid, aut colarihne vel GgurisexpriiuipoiiBit. Stse. 35. [ut supra, 
vol. 14. p. 896.] Jam euim recepUs luut fere ubique. 

t Bell, de Rei. Sanct. 1. 2. c, 8. [vol. 2. p. 437. Prag. 1721.] 

) "lua -fvvpiSiiTiu vaetv 4 ivaaptec aiiTav aUavi-fiia — ti'c irvvTo/iay 
j-pa^ijv Kai JisyfpiTiv. lai JiSaifiaXiav run \aaw, poXiffra T«i' dirXoi'- 
arhuv. Act. ] . [ut supra, vol. 7.] p. 60. 

i "On oil xpyioff" avTuv. Amphil. Bpnd 2 Nic. Coneil. Act. 6. [Ibid 1 
p. 4S4. 

II iid rqf roiriav aropv^ffsujc. Theodnt. ibid. p. 4B2. 

^ Crodo qaod plnribus locis aimiil cum illo pictos videnint. 

*» Sicomnino ernire memenint, qni Christum et Apoatoloa ojiu non in 
Sanctis cndidbua, tied in pictis parietibas qnsaierint. De Cons. Evaiuc 
h. 1. c. 10. [vol, 3. par. 2. p. B. Par. 1680.] 
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expression whict deserves to he considered by them, who have 
takeu from them those books in which St. Anstin judged it fit 
to seek Christ and his Apostles, and substituted in their room 
these wall lectures ; which, it is evident, he approved not of: 
and much less the Council of Frankfort, witness these words : 
" What madness ia it to say, that by a painted image we may 
come to the memory of Christ's presence on earth I Oh un- 
happy memory ! wMch, that it may remember Christ, who 
never should recede out of the mind of a good man, needs the 
beholding of an image."* 

3. The heathens say, that by beholding of their images and 
statues, they ascended to the prototype; and that their images 
were invented for this end ; confessing, that if any one was 
able straight to erect his Bout to heaven, and go directly to 
God, faiiiiy iiriiic Sti roumic ftyaKfiariov, such in tikehhood, 
could need no images. The Bccondj Nicene Council in a like 
manner saith, "that they worship the images of Christ, his 
blessed Mother, and the saints ; that by their pictures th^ 
may be able to ascend by memory, nnto the prototype. And* 
because the more they view their images, the better are they' 
excited to the remembrance and desire of the prototype, ana 
to give honorary worship to the images," Now this, as you' 
have heard, the Fathers have declared to Iw the very thing fori 
which they laughed at the philosophers, that by looking upon 
images and symbols, they thought to ascend to what was un- 
derstood and represented by them ; declaring, that Christianity 
taught them to overlook these things, and to ascend immedi- 
ately to God, and to hia Son ; and that the rudest Christian 
did so, by shutting of his bodily eyes, and not by looking upon 
what was sensible. Accordingly the 5 Council of Frankfort' 
teacheth, that " to contemplate Christ, who is the virtue and 
wisdom of God ; or to behold the virtues, which by God were 
derived upon his saints, they needed not that corporeal sight 
which was common to them with unreasonable creatures, but 



the spiritual only." 

ejus in teiTa pnesentia. Lib. Cval. 1. 4. c. 2. [nt sapni, p. 4S9-] 

t Mas. Tyr. Dissert. 38. p. 369. 

1 'Qc Iti Tqe aiiTiiv dvoIuTpa^^ireiue f 'C i'T'iiiv<i)aiv lal fiv^/iijv 
di'dyeffSai livaaSai wpir rb irpuTdTiiwov. Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 320. 
ainviararrai irpic r^w rSu irpurorijiriiiii itvi)iniv nai ijriirii^ijmv. 
Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. 55e 

} Noa corporeuB nobis vinu, «d npirltualli est necessariiu. lib.CvoL 
L 2, G. 21. [c. 22.] [Ibid. p. 21B.J 
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^^^^K • 4thly. Ttie Fathers of the second Nicene Council do not 
^^^B«iily Btyle these images sacred and holy, but declare, " tbey 
^^^■wlute thetn in hope of lieing made partakers of sanctificntion 
^^^K'kr them :" iksserting, tliat by paying honoraiy Horship ta 
^^^^BiWoii they expect, *iv /u^iici yir(a6al rti^c &ytaaftoii, to 
^^^^KiIK made partakers of eome holiness ; and that they really do, 
^^^^f'^raXafijinrfip ayiair[u)ii, derive some boliuess from the action. 
^^^^ And doubtless the heatheus had the same conceit, as is evident 
^^^B ftom the frequent assertions of the Fathers Hgainst them, and 
^^^H consequently against the second Nicene Council, " that there 
^^^B CDuId be nothiug sacred, nothing holy in an image, or any 
^^^H Uiiug made hv an artificer.'' Accordingly tlic ^Council of 
^^^^ Tnuikfort saitli, " they ought not to be called holy :" and 
^^^B the Synod held att Paris, suth, " the second Nicene Council 
^^^k vrred not a little, not only in saying, that images were to be 
^^^B adored, but also in calling them holy ; and saying that holiness 
^^^Kaiu;ht be bad by them." 

^^H^ Now can it be rationally supposed, that they who thus 
declared, " that images were needless ; that they know no 
advantage could be received by them ; that all men were to be 
taught not to admire them ; that they deserved to err, who sought 
instruction from them ; that as for Christians, e^en the rudest 
of them rather chose to shut their eyes, when they performed 
their devotion, than to employ them about sensible objecta;" 
with many other things of a like nature ; can it, I say, be well 
imagined, that these very men should judge these v 
fit to instruct, to si "" 



; yea, 

a practice 



K compuncti 
to be the objects worthy of their veneration 7 

§. 8. Once more, the Fathers represent this s 
proper to the vilest heretics : for of the Carpocratiaa and 
Gnostic heretics, it is. related by Epiphaniiis,^ that " they had 
many images, some painted, others framed in gold and silver, 
and other matter ; which they said, were the representations 
F Christ made under Pontius Pilate. Carpocratians, saith|L 



• Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 265, 321, 453, 492. 

t Nee saoctee dici debent. L. 3, c. 2. [Ibid. p. 2SS.J 

) Qni—Sanctaa nancupari saaxerant, et sanctimonism ab eis se sdipiaci 
pOBsB profesai soot. P. 20. [at supra, p. 2.] 

fll Imagines quaadsm depictss, qnasdam de reliqua materia fabricatas 
liabent, dicentea, formam Christi factam a Pilato, et lias coronant, et reli- 
qastn obsenaCianem drca eaa dmiliter at Gentes fadont. Epiph. Hmr. 
7. [Hut. 17.] p. 108. [Colon. 1682.] Ireu. 1. 1. c. 24. [p. 2. c. 25. 
p. 103. Venet. 1734.] 



Ircnteus, have some painted images, some also made of other 
matter ; saying, that their images of Christ were made by 
Pilate : and these they crown and place with the images of 
Plato, Aristotle, aiid Pythagoras, and perform other rites 
unto them, as the Gentiles do ; that is they censed and wor- 
shipped them," say ♦ Epiphanus aadf St. Austin. Thus of 
Marcellina, a Carpocratiao heretic, it is related by Epiphaniua 
and St. Austin, " that she made the image of Christ, and Paul, 
and Homer, and Pythagoras, and did cense, worship, or bow 
down to them." Beadea St. Austin doth affirm of Carpocrates, 
" that hej waa reputed to have held, that Christ was only man, 
and so could not intend to ^ve him the worship due to God." 
And Bellarnjine himself confesseth, that§ "without doubt, 
they, of whom Irenieus speaks, did worship the image for the 
relation which it bore to Christ." And thua the doctors of 
the Church of Rome allow it worthy of worship, and so must 
be condemned by Irenteus as mudi as are the Carpocratians. 
Here then is undeniable conviction, that what the second 
Nicene Council have decreed to be the worship due unto the 
images of Christ, and all the blessed spirits ; and what the 
Church of Rome doth daily practise, was deemed, ui the purer 
ages of the Church, a practice proper to the vilest heretics. 
" They have these images," say the Fathers ; " they offer 
incense, and bow down to them ; and in this they do like 
heathens, and therefore not like Christians :" therefore the 
Christians of those ages did not so ; for what is more absurd, 
than to reprove these heretics for doing that which the best of 
Christians daily practised ? 



The Argument* of the Fathers against the worship ofhettthen 
imager conclude equally against those now used by Christiaju, 
as, V. g. 1st, That it was incongruous to worship or bow 

* Ett6vagit ■roiiiaaQ iv Kfu^g 'Iiiimu, xai nau^Ducai 'O/i^pof — rai- 
T-nc i&u^ia, Kol iTjjoatiuiPfi. Anacepli. p. 140. 

j- Colebat imsgines tuloruitlo incetisunique ponendo. August. Heer, 7. 
[vol. 8. p. J. Par. 1688.] 

1 Hiu Jeanm hominem Csntummodo putasee perhibetDr. Ibid. 

^ Isd cum ChrUtum colerent, proculdubio imagiiieni ejus propter ipsnn) 
colebant. De imBgLne Sanctorum, c. 24. Sect. seitB ratio, [vol. 2. p. i6l. 
col. 2. Prag. 1721.] 
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dotpn to them, hecauae Ihey were made of earth, intetuate 
earth, the same wilA that of vhieh veteeU were made fa 
eommoH uses, and tkey were eentual objeelt, and therefore 
were not to be adored, but trod upon and contemned, and 
eatt away, § 1. 'Indly, Beeauee they were wor»e tkati 
beaat*, imperfect iiaect*, and dead things, which yet it 
Kovid be a vUe and umbeeominff thing fwr men to bow down 
to, § 2. 3rdly, Beeaute the artificer who made Ihept tea* 
better, whom yet it woe thamefnl to adore : that being the 
work* of men's hand* they could not be holy, ealuabte, ac- 
ceptable to God, and so >w( fit to be adored ; that the work* 
of God were not to be adored in honour of him, much let* 
the work* of men's hands in honour of the saints, § 3. 
4thly, That man, who was the image of God, and was made 
upright, was not to adore the images of men, or venerate 
earthly things, § 4. ithly. Because if what they wor- 
shipped were heaeenly powers, they would lavgh at, or be 
angry with such worshipper*, if they were in heaven; it 
were better, neglecting image*, to look vp thither ; that if 
image* were made for the commemoration of the dead, or of 
the absent, they were not to be worshipped, § 5. 6thly, 
Because images were dangerous, as tending to debase the 
sou/, and render the Divine Majesty contemptible, § 6, 
7thly, Because they were the ineeHtion of the devil, § 7- 
7'hal the Fathers cmdd not have sjioken these things, which 
equally conclude against all image-vorship, if they them- 
selves had worshipped images, § 8. That had this been 
their practice, the heathens must have then retorted these 
things, as afterwards they did, § 9. That many of these 
sayings of the Fathers are expressly condemned in the 
second Nieene Council, § 10, . That the Church of Borne 
hath prosecuted many for saying the same things, and forced 
them to renounce them as great heresies, §11. 

This wlU be farther evident if we consider the objections 
\rhich the holy Fathers make against that worship of images 
which had obtained in the heathen world : for they produce 
snch argnmeiits against it as equally destroy all image-worsliip, 
whatsoever be the object represented by the image ; and do as 
fully prove it is unlowl'iil to worship images of Christ and of 
departed saints, afl to adore the images of heathen deities ; so 
that it must be granted, that either in their days Ohrisdans 
did neither bow to nor prostrate theniBelvcs before the images 



',% 



of Christ, the blessed Virgin, or the saints departed; or that 
they practised thnt which they themselves moat vehemently 
reproved id the heathens. Now these arguments of the 
Vathers are taken, l.From the consideration of images them- 
selves : and here they argue, 

§. 1. Ist, From the matter of them, thus, that "the ma- 
terials of carved images were only polished earth, which Chris- 
tians were taught to tread upon and to cootenm, and therefore 
could not, without wickedness, adore what they did trample 
under feet ; and that to hnmble themselves to what was, as to 
matter, earth, was to humble themselves to hell, and to con- 
demn themselves to death. That they who adore them con- 
sider not that they daily burn and tread upon the like matter ; 
that they are made of the same matter with our common, and 
perhaps impurer vessels : that there can be no religion where 
there is an image, because religion consists in things divine and 
heavenly, whereas there can be nothing heavenly which con- 
sists of earth. That certainly he doth not in his mind contem- 
plate God, who giveth veneration to an image."* 

That " this matter is insensate, and that it is a certain 
maxim among Christians, avala^nroi' ''X?j»' )tii ai/itty, that 
they are not to worship that which bath no sense. That it is 
great folly to adore what is void of sense, when every one that 
hath sense, knows those things are not to be worshipped which 
are made hy God and have sense. That they are fools, and 



" Xpwffic i"" ri ajakfii aov, y^ lanv, yijv ii Jy" irariiv oi 
irpoaaoiiiiv iitiuXiTijta. Clem. Alei. protrepC p. 38. [p. 50. Veost. 
1757.] De simokcrii ipaia nihil aliud deprebendo quam matenu gorores 
ease Viuculornm uutnunentorainqDe commimiiua. Tertul. Apol. c. 12. 
[p. 13. Par. 1695.] apBatvvoUvTtf: XiJoic Jcai KiKoig oix opSoip 
Jjj-i ra fiiv o/ioin toij ironi iraroiiift xai xawvai. Atbanss. conlr. 
Gentee, p. 15. £aC sapra, p. 12.] Quia autem Don inCeUigat ne^ esse 
rectum tmimBl curvari ut adoret temm, quie iddrco pedjbua Dofltm 
Bubjecta est, ut calcandik nobis non odoranda sit, Lact. 1. 2. c. 17. [18.] 
p. -228. [vol. 1. f. 137- Wirceb. ITB3.] Non est dnbiom qnin Religio 
□uUa sic nbicnnqne aimulacnim est — Quia nibiJ potest eeae cteleate in en 
re quni sit ei terra. Ibid. c. 18. [19.] p. 22S. [Ibid. 139.] Deum, cojiu 
eedes ilia est, quem ocnlia non poaanmue, animci conteiDplemnr, quad 
prolecto nan facit qui ccs, ant lapidem, qnn sunt terreoa, Teneratnr, Ibid, 
cap. 1. p. 140. [Ibid, p, 80.] SCultissimi sunt qui Don intelligunt ease 
mortifccnm, relicto Deo vivo, prostemere so, alque adorara terrcna, qui 
neadQut, st illoa Ktemsm pixnam numere, qui figmert' ^crint 

veoerati, Epit. c. 1. p. 73li. Cum toh terra sub 'w 

facitis, ipHi roa ultro ad Inferos mergltis, mi morte) 
1. a.«. 2. p. 148. [Ibid. ToL 1. p. S4.j ** 
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blind, who kixn* not that tliey shall eirerlaatingly perish, wlie 
worship fluents void of sense. "* 

ThM " uothing is to be worshipped, but wholly to be cast 
KW&y, which is the object of our senses, aud is seeo with 
inortid eyes ; aud that our Saviour came to free God's worship 
from these aensual objects. "t 

■ §. 2. 2DdIy, Comparing these insensate images with other 
things, to wit, with beasts aud with dead things, they discourse 
thus: 

That " if it be a most vile and unbecoming thine; for men to 
worship and bow down to beasts, it is more shameful for them to 
worship aud bow down to images, they being more dishonour- 
able than any living creature : a mouse, a worm, a mole, a ser- 
pent being much better than an image, becAUSe they have 
sense, which images have not ; the birds of the air being more 
honourable, because they have hfe and motion, which ima^ 
have not ; they can frame voices with their throats, which 
images cannot ; they judge images to be things void of sense, 
and tlierefore nest, and make their habitationg in them, tud 
even mute upou them. That they are worse than any dead 
thing, for thai once hred ; whereas images never did enjoy one 
moment of life,"I 

§. 3. 3rdly, From the consideration of the artificer, or the 
efticieut cause of images, they argue thus : 

■ That the " artificer who made these images must he esteemed 

* Tu ei^ adaras inwnsileai, ciim nnusquisque hubeiu senaum, nee ea 
quidem credat adonincta quge a Dbo Tacta aunt, et bsbenC sensum. Clecaeoa 
Hecogn. 1. 6. sect. IS. [vol. 1. p. 137. Lipa. 1838.] 

f Nee ponderare Becoin unamquamque rem potest volgos indoctum, ut 
intelligaC nihil coiendain ease quod nculig martalibua cemitur, LacU L 2. 
e. 3. p. 149. [at sapra, vol. 1. p. 85.] Origen. 1. 7. p. 362. [ut aupra, 
p. 726,3 Bupra August, contra Acad. 1. 1. c. 1. 

\ Td a Kol ■natiTOQ iariv dri/tdrfpa J^iOdu tA ityoKltarif — Ii ydp tai 
ripa tSv Zaiav oix' Taiae l%ti idl aitiH\<iiu^ HeTcp cvKai Kai Ka/t- 
Tcat, — 'AAXd yi lifilivouc tin tHii Soaviav tbIitiuv eqi riSv ayaXiiaTUv 
riXcov Gvruv Kt^Hv, IxoBirt /dp niv^qntv fiiav, ri ti oili ^iog 
ttinSijo-nuc /«rsx" fii AyaiLuara, Clem. AIe». proliept. p. 33, 5*. [ut 
■upra, p. 45.] Iluic SI abt &v ri; oltriipliinii abraic, Kal kbtA 
rouTO, Bti ffXtTTovTii: abrai roic (ii) jiXtTrouat Tpaatuvovni. Athmas. 
coDtr. Gent. p. la. [utaupra.p. 12.] Metiar eet enim bestia, at ai poclwt 
adorare beatJam, quam fecit Deoa videatem, aadientem, etc. viderenl qoam 
pudeadum eaaeC adorare malam et careua vita seasaque simnlocram, 
Angiut. in Pi. 113. [vol. 4. p. 1260. Far, 1681.] vid- Tertul. Apol. 1. 12. 
[ot aupra, p. 13.] Minacium, p. 26. Amob. 1.6.p.202. Tlieodorct. in 
Pa. 113. [vol. 1. p. UU. Hal. 1709.] Clem. Rom. recog. I. S.seot. 16. 
[ut Bupra.] ChrfBOhC. in Es. Horn. 2. p. 1Q37. [vol. 6. p. 28. Far. 1724.] 
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better than his own handiwork, because he gave unto it that 
perfection it enjoys ; and it is impossible there should he more 
perfection in the work than in the artificer ; that therefore it is 
mnch more shameful to adore the image which he makes, than 
to adore the man himself."* 

That "nothing can he sacred which is the work of men's 
hands. That the works of servile artists and stone- cut tera 
cannot be sacred. That it is a thing written by God in the 
hearts of men, that nothing is to be esteemed sacred, or holy, 
or of much value, which is the work of the mechanic or arti- 
ficer. That images made by servile men, of earthly matter, 
must be vain, earthly, and profane. "f 

That the " heathens had no just reason to quarrel with the 
Christians for saying, they were men of a lame and infirm 
mind who repaired to that which falsely was esteemed sacred 
as if it truly were so, and who did not see that nothing could 
be sacred which was the work of servile artists. "J 

That " the curiosity of making statues hath in it nothing 
acceptable to God. And that the heathens ought not to for- 
bid Christiana to assert, that they are blind who think that 
piety doth appertain to images or statues made out of matter hy 
the art of man,"§ No, it was reserved to a General Council 

' Melior est qui fecit, quam ills qiue facta lanC, et tamen factorem 
ipaani nemo sutpicit aut veretur. Lact. 1. 2. c. 2. p. 146. [utmipra, p. 83.] 
IIdXX^ ovv fidWov SiKatortpDV flv riv Tfx^^^V^ abro^c ^po^nvfiiv 
T/ffip ri inr' oirou ir(iroiij;iii-n. Athanas. contr. Gent. p. 15. [at 
sapra, p. 13.] item. p. II et 23. [Ibid. p. 10-18.] August, in Ph. 1 13. 
Artifei melior est eis, quia ea potuit membroinm mota adjao uflicio 
fabricare, qnem t^meo aitiflcem te utique puderet idorare. P. 1309. 
[August, Ibid.] 

ill ipyov Td Si irpA^ AvSpiin-uv ^vautruv carairicfuafnpiva ilydX* 
Itara n rai Itpi it T^s iSXjis r^s ^pjiit yiviTat, uuti koI uirii Hv 
iJvai dpyd, lai ikiti, tal ^i^tfXa— ovcir' aiv Uoi Kal diln r^g 
"X'VS ^'^ ^PJ"' ^^""^ Alex. BtroM. 7. p- 714. 715. [ut soprH, p. BIS,] 
'Itpbv yip oioiw xpi vofiiilfiv obli iroXAoB a^tav tal ilyiov altoHiiuv 
Tt Ipyov Kal liavauoaiv. Orig. contr. Celaom. p. 6, 7. [Ibid. p. 324.] 

X Ml} dfavanTiiTw tk Ktkeat iirav yuXoilc \ifUiuv, ill rit 
fiiaiic rqs ^"X^C iriirt|p«ifiivoiic, ruif iri rd vopiZSftiva Itpi iie 
AXil^tvi iipA ariiSovTac, leai /i^ lipaivTas3 Srt obtiv fiavabviav 
Ipyov Siivaranli/aiUpav. Orig. m Celnim, p. 367. [Ibid, p- 731.] 

{ "Ortp tl t[v iitraaiiv Kai yit^fiivov KiXvy olit ifiaiUiv futiv 
IvtKaXu, oiSi TrpaHTHTTt fi4 iiyuy TvfXiirTnv roie iv iXuealc rl](- 
vass ivBptinriuv tAv sari rd ayaXfinra olofiivauc UldtvvaAai rvv 
liirifiiiap. Orig. ibid. Ti £' _&v l^ai SiofMi: y riv iaAvuV ■' 
1 woiac i' lUirvlvBioB yivair' &v iuva 
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of ChristUn bishops to forbid this, and to style those imBge^ 
which were the work of the artificer, iyiai, Icpai, trc^vptai, 
TpoaKvutrai, the " holy, sacred, venerable, adorable imsgea," 
a tbousaud times. 

That" it was an " impious and foolish cuatom ta adore the 
worka of mea's bauds ; and that such worship of human 
works should be no part of the rcligiou of a ChiistiaD." 

That it waaf " seriously to he thought upon, that if the 
works of God's bauds were not to be adored and. worshiped, 
no not in honour of that God who made theiij, much leas were 
the works of men's hands to be adored in honour of then, 
whose similitudes they are stud to be." 

§. 4. 4thly, From the dignity, the quality, the posture of 
the persona worshipping, they plead thuH, riz. 

ThatJ "man is the image of God, whereas the images of 
heatlien deities and saints are but the images of men 1 now 
nothing can be more perverse, or more incongruous, than that 
the image of a man should be adored by him who is the image 
of his ftlaker, because he by so doing worships what is worse 
and weaker than himself. That if any image was to be adored 
or worshipped, it should be that of the Creatar,§ rather than 
the creature, pir. man, whom God made according to his own 
image and similitude. That if men were to be adored, it 



* M4 li'y xopuv arSpuxots TparrKDViiv — ^p&Zoiiiv. Jaatiu. U. 
Dial. 2. p. 66. Vos impii lapidea. et sigaa, eC opera manuuta homiuum 
ndoratig. Thsracns apnd Baron. A. B. 290. sect. 5. [p. 256. doL !■ 
Luc. 1738. J A^pav^ ivp^aan ri^v mviiiiiav !pya x^P^" ivSpwrmr 
nvaiaSilTa rpoTpiroiiivoi. Clem. Alex, protrep. p. 29. [p. 41. Venet. 
1757.] Non sit nobis Beligio humanonim openim culCui. Aagiut. da 
vera Rclig. c. S5. [vol. 1. p. TBG. Par. 1679.] rid. Agob. [ut aupra,] 
p. 257. 

■ " ! pensandani ease, quia d opera n " " " 



1 et colenda, nee in honorem Dei, (juanto magis opera m 



anda et colenda, i 



I. qDoram 



Bimilitudines BBBB dienntur ? Agob.seot. 28. [IMd.] p. 261. Vid. Clem. R. 
recngn, 1. 5. sect. 16. [uC supra.] Claud. Tanrin. Bibl, Patr. tom. 4. 147. 

^ Eat autem perversum et incongnienG ut simulacrum jiomims a tima- 
lacro Dei colatur ; colit eniin quod eat deterius eC imbEdUJus. Lact. 1. 2. 
c. 17. [c. 18.] [ut™pr8,p. 137.] 

{ Si ulla imago esset ailoranda vel oolenda, crcatoria polios esset quam 
creaCum ; nempe hominem f^cit Dens ad iniagiiiein et aimtlitndinem Dd 

Certe al adorandi nitaseiit hominea, rivi magis quam piccl; id cat, abi 

similiCudinem hgbent Dei, non nbi pecorum ; vel, qood verius est, Upi- 
dnm, aive lignornoi, rita, aensn, ratione carentiDm. Agob. de Imag. 
aect. 28. [Ibid.] p. 262. 
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should be rather living men than painted ; that ia, when they 
have the simiKtudc of God, rather than that of stones and 
wood, void of hfe, sen&e, and r< 

That* " if holiness is to be ascribed not to God only, but 
to that which ia framed in honour of him, it may fitly be 
apphed to the Church, which to the honour of God ia made 
holy by the acknowledgnient of him; or to him whom God doth 
prize and honour, in whom he dwells, in whose just soul we 
may perceive the divine character and sacred image, and who 
is an image dedicated to the honour of God ; but the word 
sacred is not to be applied to that which is made by servile 
arts, or ia adorned by the hand of a juggler." 

Thatf "man himself ia far more excellent, becauae he doth, 
what imagea cannot : and he bath sense, and hfe, and reason, 
which they want ; and that if imagea could move, they would 
rather adore men that made them. That meu vjuld think it 
a reproach and injury to be compared to them, or to be like 
them iu their want of hfe, and sense, and motion ; and that 
therefore they should blnah to vrorship that which they coidd 
not be like or compared to ; and they who made and wor- 
shipped them, were, aa the Psalmist saith, ' Uke unto them,' 
destitute of manhood, and fallen into such absurdity, that it 
waa just with God to deprive them of sense." 

That X " God had made man upright, with a face lootdng 

* £i tk T-o Upov 
r,,.jy aires Kja^. 

■noXXov a£inv, sal 
dyupT-DU x"P^ ItSailakiiivov 
p. 846.] 

t Meliar et tn, qiumivis ca non feceiis, quoniaiD quee ilia Don poBsent, 
facia. August, in Pa. 113. p. 130!>. [vol. 4. p. 12C0. Par. 1681.] Neo 
intdligDnt homineH ineptissimi, quod si scDtire Himulacm Et movere pon- 
Eent, ultra adoratura bomineB fuissenC a quibns saat eipolita. Loct. 1. 2. 
c. 2. p. 146. [nt supra, p. SB.] Velim autem dicerent mihi hi qui idol* 
colunt, ai optaiit aimilea fieri his qnae colunt : vultne aliqnia veatrum sic 
videre qaomada illi videnC, &c. quslea ergo Dii liabendi sunt isti, qnoruin 
similitudiuem lubere oontoMeliB est } Clem. R. Recogn. 1. 5. sect. 16. 
[ut supra, p. 136.] 

I Quid ante iaepta aimnlacra et figmenta lerrena captiTam coqiua in- 
curvuB ? ... ad Ccelum atque ad Denm euraum vulcus erectus est, illnc 
intuere, illuc ocnloa erige, in supenijs Deum qiiierc, at earere inieria 
poflsia. Cypr. Ep. nil Dumetr. Ed. Oi. p. 191, 192. [1682.] Cum 
nobis »:ubBmis vultua ab artifice Deo datus sit^ apparet iatas R^li^ooes 
Deorum non esse rationis humanie, qui (quee) cmrvant cceleate animal ad 
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np to hearpn, and so would have us to look up to Leaven in the 
, acts of our reli^on; that hence it appeared, that those reli- 
nons could not be suitable to humau reason, which caused 
Uis celestial being to bow down Bud Ti-nerste earthly things ; 
I Kid that he renounced the being, and the very name of man, 
who did not look upward, but downward, in his religious ser- 
TJce of God." 

That* "the heathens served God more purely when they 
bad no image, and that their religion would have been better, 
if they had so continued." 

5. .'(. Sthly, From the consideration of the object wor- 
shipped bv these imaees, and iu honour of whom, by the 
heathens they were said to he made, or really were made, they 
frame these arguments i«ainst the adoratiun of them, tnr. 

Thatf " whatsoever deseneth to be called a god, or placed 
unong the heavenly powers, if it he capable of laughter, will 
deride this kind of honour ; or if prone to anger, will be pro- 
voked to indignation by it." 

That t " if the gods be in heaven, it is a folly to direct onr 
eyes to stones, and wood, and walls, when we address our- 
selves to them ; and that we rather ought to direct our eyes 
to heaven where we believe they are, Tbat^ it were better, 
wholly omitting these vwn and insensate things, to direct our 
eyes thither, where is the seat and habitation of the God of 
heaven ; and that God must be sought in the heavens, that we 
m^be freed from hell." 

That II " the religion of the heathens is vain, because the 

Tenenmda terrena. Lact. I. 2. c. 1. p. 139. [Ibid. p. 80.] Ipd ergo 
dbi reDOaciont, seque homiaiun nDmine abdicant, qui non surttun aspi- 
I dnnt Kd deoraum. P. 140. [Ibid.] 

• Angnst de C. D. I. 4.abi eupra. [vol. 7. p. 111.] 

t Arnoh. 1. 6. p.;i89. ( Ibid. p. 195. sapra. 

S Qnanto igitur rectius est, omissis ioscnaibilibuB et ranis, oculoa eo 
tenderc ubj sedea, nbi habitstio est Dei veri ? Lact. 1. 2. c. 5. p. 161. [dC 
nipra, p. 93.] Vid. p. US. 

II Docui retigiones Dcarum triplici ratinne vanas esse i una, qood aima- 
I lacra ipsa quu! coluiitur, effigies itunt haminum mortnorum. Lact. t. 2. 
c, 17. [c. 18.] p. 227. [Ibid. p. 137.] Quid sibi volunt ipsa simulacra, 
quce aut martuonim aut absraitium mtmanienta sunt ? nam DtQnino fln- 
gendarom similitudiDum ratio idcirco ab boiuiuibos inventa est, ut ponet 
egrum memoria retineri, qui vel morte gubtracti, vel absentia fuemnt se. 
parati : Deos igitnr in quorum numero reponimna ! si in martaorum, 
qnis lam Btultns vt colat ? si in absentium, colcndi ergo nan sunt ; a neo 
vident quEB facimua, nee andiunt quie precamur. Lact. 1. 2. c. 2. [Ibid, 

p. 81J 



iniliges they worship are efiigiea of dead men. That imngca 
are either for the commemoration of tiic dead, or of the iib- 
seiit ; it being therefore foUy to adore cither the dead or ab- 
sent, it most be much more folly to adore their images," 

§. 6. ethly. From the form of images they also gather 
mtmy reasons to condemn them i saying, 

That* "the shape of a carved or painted image, through 
the gayness of the art, tends to debase the buuI, and expose 
it to erroneous opinions of the Deity, to render vile and con- 
temptible the Divine Majesty, and by a show of piety to make 
men wicked ; and that therefore they refused to make or use 
them, and were by Moses forbidden so to do." 

That'l' "images were rejected by them, because they could 
not without danger use them : for who, say they, adores or 
prays, looking upon an image, who is not so affected as to 
think to be heard by it? for the figure of the members almost 
extorts this; and this is the greatest cause of this mad 
impiety, that the form like unto one living, whose likeness 
makes it to be supplicated to, doth more prevail in the afi^c- 
tions of miserable men, than the evidence that it doth not 
live at all, dotb that it ought to be contemned by him who 
indeed ia hviugr for images prevail more to bow down the 
unhappy soul, in that they have a mouth, eyes, ears, nos- 
trils, hands, and feet, than these considerations can prevail 



• Opinii 



t meaa imperitom 



dedpitur. Minoc. 



p. 25. 'Yfiag a akXy ye^Tilf diraTf ^ riyvq, Aic. CJom. Alei. pro- 
trent. p. 39. [nt rapra, p. 51.] 'F.UvTiilCit J^p r^v reS BiUu aipvi-ntTo. 
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o figmeato non itiveniC vilalem motam, credat 
inien vivenCi caqrari Birailem ; eeductus forma, 
aallioriCBCe qnssi sapientuiD ioatitormu abseqneDtiamqne 
turbarum. sine vivo nUqao hibitstore eeee non puUC. August, in Pi«l. 
113. p. 1306. fnt supra, vol. 4. p. 1261.] Orig. adv. Celsona, 1. 8. p. 
391. fut supra, p. 757.] 

-t Qqib antem edorat vel orat intnens smulacram. qui non sic afficitur, 

ut ab eo ae eiaudiri pulet ? Hoc eaim facit, et quodammodn eitorquet 

ilia figure numbrorum, ut animus vivcns in Bcnsibua corporis magis arbi- 

maiiiDB impictatis insanoi, quod pina valet in afiectibus mieeroruoi similis 
viventi forma, qum sibi efficit snpplicari, quam quod e( — ' 

□on esse livenlem, ut debeat a vivcnte coutemi ' "' 
mulacra ad curvandam infelicem animam, quod o 
manuB, pedes habent, quam ad corrigendam, qi 
August, in Psal. 113. p. 1307. [Ibid. p. 12G2,] 
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\ to ooireot the erroi of it, that they wQI not speak, see, smell, 
wwalk." 

$. 7- 7thly, Ab ta the extrinsical impoUive cauee, or first 
inventoT of images ood iniage-worsbip, they declare cspressly,- 
That* " the devil and his angels were the bventore and in- 
troducers, both of the images and iniage-norship of he&then 
gods, and of the saints. That the devil brought into the 
world the artificers of images and statues. That they were 
evil ongeU who taught men to make them. That they had 
clearly proved that the first invention of images and statues 
was from the devil. That it was manifest, that tbia vain 
counsel of punting the vLsagcs of the saints was one of the 
methods of Satan, an invention of men acted by the devil." 
For which assertions thty are frequently auathcmatized, and 
condemned to hell by the second Niuene Council. 

In a word, Lactantius not only laughs at them who kiss, 
and worship, and bow down to these great puppets,f as he 
thinks fit to call them, but also at the vsnity of such as 
" adorn them with gold or jewels, that cover them with vails, 
er precious garments ; that offer incense, or sweet odour^ or 
eongecratc gold or silver to them " and who they are who do 
these things at present, we are not to learn. 

§, 8, And now let any man of reason judge, whether all 
these considerations do not as much concern the images of 
saiuts, and even of our blessed Lord, as they concerned the 
images of hcAthen deities 7 Whether their images, as well as 
those of heathens, he not made of wood like to that we hum ; 
or of polished earth like to that we tread upon, and trample 
under feet ; and of which vessels are aft made for viler uses 1 

* Artifices Ststoarom et Imagumia. et omtiis geneiia Simulaeronim 
diabolus BKculo iDtnlit. TertHl. de Idol, c. 2. [c. 3.] [p. 36. Par. 1695.] 
B^^qXav uc fiarajn >r Toiairti ^rtfoin, sal fta^DXiictfc, lit^Stiat 
liptlfia. TheodDtns Aacyr. apud 2 Nic. Cone. Art. 6. [at supra,] p, 492. 
npa^aaii liKaiov aci iiriiaSivwy riiv Siiivoiav bliafio^osTiiv diOpwirwv 
AvSpoiUiXa ayaX/iara ita TroiriXiof tix^uv Sdypaij/i. Egiiph. Umi. 79. 
[vol. 1. p. 1061. Colon. leaO.] ialerprete Agobardo. Aglt hoc nimirara 
verautiu, et calidus humruii generis inimicun, nt aub prcotextu honoris 
sanrtomm mreUB Idola introdocal, rnreua pnr diversas effigies ulontor. 
De Imag. sect. 31. 'Byov/iai Sid Toiriav Ani\iiXijx^''i "''(fUc ^ai^o- 
fiKfivrtvaytyovkvaiTJ^y irakaiTanjv,Kai vpbtTjjv ruv ^o&vuv IS^aiv^ 
Euaeb. Priepar. Evang. 1. 4. c. 16. p. IGl. 

t Frustra igitnr homines auro. elmre, gemmis Deos excoluat ct eior- 
nant. Ergo his Indicris, et omatis, et grandibns pupis, et nngneota. et 
tliiira, et odoroa infenuit, bis peplw at indumenta pretiosa, L. 2. c. 4. 
p. 154. 157. [ut aupra, p. 89.] 



Whether they be not sensual objects, things voW of sense, and 
without life, motion, or ability to speak T Whether they be 
not made by the artificer, are not the work of servile artists, 
stone-cutters, mechanics ? Whether they be not the works of 
men's hands? Whether tbey be not in the llomau Church 
adored, and reverenced by men made upright after God's 
image, and dedicated to his honour, and who hsTe what 
images have not, and do what images cannot do? Whether 
any who adore them, desire to be hke unto them? Whether 
the images which the Papists reverence, be not the images of 
heavenly powers, of beings now in heaven, the images of dead 
or absent persons, or made for the cominemoratioa of such 
persons ? And being so, whether these sayings of the Fathers 
do not eqnally concern them both? Or, whether they do not 
equally condemn the worship of the images of saints, and 
heathen deities ? If then these very Fathers had themselves' 
made and worshipped images subject to all, or any of these 
characters, and had received a tradition Avm Christ and his 
Apostles so to do themselves, and teach all Christians so to 
do, who can imagine that they would have spoken such pliun 
and frequent contradictions, both to their practice and their 
doctrine, and talked as if they equally intended to condemn, 
and even ridicule the Christian and the heathen way of 
worship ? 

§ 9. Again, suppose the Fathers could have been thus 
destitute of common sense, and void of foresight, would not 
the heathens have taken this advantage to retort upon them 
all that they argued agmnat their image worship ; and tell 
them, that which they condemned in them, was only what 
themselves did daily practise, and taught all Christians to ob- 
serve t Could Celaus, Porphyry, Hierocles, Eunapius, Julian, 
and all the other heathen wits, have wholly waived and neg- 
lected such a plain advantage 7 Put the case they heard these 
Fathers daily telling tbem, that it was a wickedness to adore 
that which was made on earth ; that it was impious and 
foolish to adore the works of men's bands, or what was void of 
sense ; that they renounced the name and being of a man, who 
bowed down to venerate earthly things ; that they could not 
hut judge them impotent and blind, who called such things 
sacred, or deemed it piety to adore them ; and that they could 
not choose but laugh at and upbraid their folly. Should all 
the Pagans know, that what they thus objected against their 
image worship, was of equal force against that which them' 
m ^2 
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tense as any they adored ; and tbat the Christians did esteem, 
and call them sacrtd, adore, bow dowu to, Teuerate them ; 
could they abataiu from sayiug, ui the words of the Apostle, 
" Thou art inexcusable, Christinii, whoever thou art, thai 
judgest u8 for doing these tliinga ; fur wherein thou judgest 
another, thou condemuest thyself, for thou tbat judgest dost 
the same tilings." 

When this corniption began to spread itself through the 
Eaatern Churches, and to be countenanced at Rome ; and many 
had submitted to these superstitious practices, the heathens 
presently began thus amartly to reply upon those Christians 
who condemned their image worship :* "What, have you not 
also in your Churches images of saints ; and do not you pay 
worship to them t What la the practice of you Christiana ?t 
do not you represent in images that which you call a God, tie. 
your Saviour r J Why therefore do you complain of us, who 
are yourselves more superstitiously addicted to the like prac- 
tices?" The heathens, saith Tarasius, patriarch of C. P. and 
the great champion of image worship, defended their idols bv 
condemnation of the raartyrg, aaying,^ " Why strive you with 
us, and refuse our images, when you have images of your 
own?" Why is it then that the more ancient Pagans, Hiero- 
cles and Lucian, Porphyry and Celsus, CEecilian and Symmar 
chus, Julian, Eunapius, and othera, object such things ag&inst 
the worship of the Christians, as were most evidently false, 
eis. the worship of the sim, an ass's head, of the clouds, anil 
the priest's genitals ; or most apparently impertinent, as the 
worship of a crucitied malefactor, but never mention this ; 
which if the practice of the ChriatieuB had given them occaeioi) 
so to do, had been so proper, and so obvious, that the mast 
rude and unskilful adversary could scarce neglect to mention 
or avoid taking notice of? These persona, surely, ndth^ 
wanted skill nor wisdom to know what made for their adran- 
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tage, and what was proper to retort upon their adveraaries. 
They liod no kindness for the Christians, which might induce 
them to waive this obyiona reply to theae accusations of the 
Christians brought against them ; nor eould they possibly be 
ignorant of what the Christians practised in this kind, they 
being some of them apostates from the Christian faith, and 
admitted to their public worship, It is therefore certain, that 
the practice nnd doctrine of thoae purer ages gave them no 
occasion to retort these thinga. 

§. 10. 3rdly, Let us reflect a httlc upon the language and 
deportment of those who have professedly admitted of the 
veneration of the images of Christ and of his saints, and see if 
we find any thing resembling these sayings of the Fathers in 
their words or actions. Since that this image worship hath 
obtained amongst the Latins, who ever heard such langui^ 
from them? 

What Romanist will say, the Christian doctrine did not 
permit them to be sohcitous about images and statues, but to 
relinquish them, to reject them ; that Christ came to cause 
them to desist from the worship of them, and to elevate them 
from earthly images to heaven. Who of them will declare 
that all the images of Christ, and of tlie blessed Virgin, which 
they solemnly adore at Rome, were falsely called images ; that 
they were worse than mice, and worms, and moles ? Who of 
them will pronounce it an insignificant and needless, a ridicu- 
lous, shameful, foolish, incongruous, perverse, impious, irreli- 
gious, heretical, heathenish, and deviUsh practice, to adore an 
image or a statue ? Where shall we find amongst them thete 
general axioms, that Christians must not worship that whi<^ 
is a creature, that which hath no sense ; that it is impious and 
foolish to adore the work of men's hands ; that this shoutl 
be no part of the religion of a Christian ; that it is a folly to 
adore the dead or absent, and much more folly to adore their 
images ; that the devil brought into the world the artificers 
of images and statues? Since then the Fathers, without 
distinction or exception, do frequently assert these things, 
and many more of a like nature, it is evident they did not 
worship, or bow down to images, as do the members of the 
Church of Rome : for if no man would thus speak, who 
meaneth as the Papists do, surely these Fathers were far 
enough from their opiuioua. Is any man so void of under- 
standing, that being only to declare that earthly pruiccs are ' 
not to be obeyed and reverenced as gods, he should continuall]rl 
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tehcb, without nil limitatioa and diatmction, that earthlf 
e not to br obeyed or reverenced ? Since then the 
tfttliers geoerally any, that images are not to be admitted or 
reverenced by any Christians ; and that ihcy ought not to 
bow down to them, and do not limit these espresBiona, it is 
excL-odiug clear that they intended not only to declare they 

V not to be trorahippcu with latria, but also tliat no out- 
ward and inferior worship should be given to them. 

After the introduction of imt^-worabip into the Enstem 
and some Weitem Churches, we find their language and their 
practice as opposite to these discourses of (he Fathers, as is 
light to darkness. For then we nevex hear, that whAtsoever 
is the work of on artificer, u vain, earthly, and pro&ne; that 
nothing of this nature can be saered, valuable, pious ; but 
always speaking of their images, as in the second Nicene 
Council, under the titles of sacred, holy, venerable, adorable 
images. Then they professedly deny, condemn, endeavour to 
conAite the a.tioms so frequent in these holy Fathers. For 
instance : 

). "Nothing is to be worshipped," say the Fathers, "which 
is made with hands ; it is impious and foolish to adore rn 
ytifioToiipa, things made with hands," This proportion those 
good Fathers will by no means adroit of, without their restric- 
tions ;* " Thou hast written," saith P. Hadrian, to the Em- 
peror Leo Isaums, " that things made with hands are not to 
be Tcnerated," And having called liim.t " proud, arrogant 
dunce," he very learnedly informs him, " that this was only 
true of the tiiamtfaeta diaholi noxia et execranda, hurtful and 
execrable manvfaeta of the devil, not of things made with 
hands fiir the ministry and glory of God." In his Epistle to 
the Emperors Constantinus and Irene, approved by the whole 
Comicil, he objects thus : J " You will say, tliat God himself 
tbrbids ns to adore things made with hands " nnd answers 
thus ; Tliat§ " every thing upon earth is made with hands, it 
being made by God ;" and then flics to his old distinction, 

* Scripiiiiti n»a cs90 manafBcCa venerBoda. 2 Nic, Cone. [HhiI.] p. IQ. 

i Indoctug, cmssuB, arroguis, miperbiu. Ibid. Msnufiuta didiaU 
noiia et tuecranila diuebaC, non qus eunt manntacta ai miniaterinm et 
gloriam Dei. 

i Sed dices, quia ipEc Dens lalerdixit adorare miuiufucCa. A.ct. 2. 
[Ibid.] p. 114. 

^ Quid ext Eupra terrain quod dod aS, numuiBctam, cum a Deo sit 
factiun i Ibid. 
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betwixt the images of demons and of saints. Theodoras, pa- 
tjiareh of Jernsalem, saith, that * " Borne contentious pereons 
ui^ that the images of saints ought not to be worshipped, as 
being made with hands. Bnt let them know," eaith he, "that 
the cherubim, the ark, the propitiatory, the table, were by 
God's precept made with hands, and were worshipped ;" and 
then he rests in the distinetion of Pope Hadrian. Leontius 
triumphs over this objection, thns :+ " Tell me, thou, who 
thinkest nothing that is made with hands, and nothing created 
is to be adored ; shalt thou kiss thy wicked wife, and may I 
not kiss the image of the blessed Virgin 7" 

These Fathers, many of them, clearly say, that " images 
were the invention of the devil :" and in that Council J is pro- 
nounced an express anathema upon aU that say bo ; and as I 
aliall hereafter shew, they have either expressly, or in effect, 
denonnced their anathemas against all these Fathers, and 
almost all that they have said. 

§.11. Moreover, in the late persecutions, in the days of 
Henry VII. the Papists forced Christians to renounce those 
very things as heresies, which are ao fully and expressly here 
asserted by the Fathers, For instance : 

1. The renunciations of some of them run thus :§ " I have 
kept and held, by the space of two years, one suspected Book 
of Commandments written in the same, that no man should 
worship any thing graven, or made with man's hands ; where- 
by, after that doctrine, I have behevcd, that no man ought to 
worship images." 

2. '* I have misbelieved, || and to divers manifestly shewed, 
that images of saints are not to be worshipped, after the doc- 
trine of a Book of Commandments, which I have had in my 
keeping ; wherein is written, that no man shall worship any 
thing made or graven with man's hands ; attending the words 
of the same hterally, and not inclining to the sense of the 

3. " I have holden and heheved, that the images of the 

* '0[ ai la riuv ayltiv wponiivilv ris lUiiias i^tipan'DtqTOi'c oEoac. 
Act. 3. [Ibid.] p. 1B5. 

1 Ei'iri u(i( o wofiljuc xHpcuroiijrow /iifSlv fl S\«t erioriv wpoaKV- 
vilv. Act. 4. Pbid.] p. 237- 

t Toil \iyovai Sta^kafis taiaSiiaQ i^iupEfia t^v tuv dtiyuv 
■xaltiaiii ^va^ilin. Act. I. p. 57. [Ibid.] 

i Thumas Tujlor, Jan. 22, 1490. 

\ AueueOne Stvre, iaa. 28, 14<I0. 
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cnudfii, of our blessed lady, and of other holy saints, riunld 
not b* worshipped; I'or nothing wroaght, or mTeu wiUi men'i 
liBiida, ought to be faoDoured or lowted to, bs I have read dirers 
tiuii^s ia on English book that we coU the Conuaandment 
Book."* 

4. " I have believed, and divers tiinea shewed, that images 
of saints be not tu be worshipped, saying luid holding, that no 
Bueh thing in to be norsbippcd, tliat is graven and made with 
man's haDda."t 

5. " I have spoken ngainst worshipping of imsiges, that 
we shall worship uo stocks, iie stones, ne nothing made or 
graven with man's hand ; no Ukeuess of things in heaven, or 

6. " I have affirmed that images made of stocks and 
stones are not to be worshipped, or should not be worshipped, 
tior nothing made with man's hands. "^ 

Some of them rcoouuee aud coufess after this manner : " 1 
have said them foohs which gocth to St. James ia pilgrim- 
age ; adding, that St. James had no foot to come against them, 
no hand to welcom them, neither tong to speak to them ; 
so reproving the worship of images." || 

" I have openly said before divers, that imsges of sunts 
be not to be worshipped ; that when devout Christian people 
of their devotion, be wont to offer their candles burning to 
the image of St, Leonard, I have for their devotion called 
them fools : furthermore shewing in this wise, when St. Iieo- 
nard woll ete a candle, and blow out an oder, then I will offer 
him a candle, else woll not : also, when I have seen cobwebs 
hanging before the face of the image of our lady, I have said, 
and reputed them fools that offereth to that image ; bnt if she 
would blow away the same cobwebs from her face "^ 

" I have affirmed and said, that the crucifix, and other 
images in the Church, made of stocks and stones, are bnt 
idols, and ought not to be worshipped ; adding, and sayings 
that Ball the carpenter, or Pyke the mason, could make aa 
good as the crucifix, for it is but a crooked stick."** 

" I have said, that no manner of image ought to be wor- 
abipped, for that they cau neither smcU, speak, nor hear."-t-t- 

■ Thorn. Qoughton, Mn; 28, 1490. i Wltltun Pinur, Jan. 2S, 1490. 

I John Tanner, July 15, H91. 5 Simon Waiver. 

II Tlionwu Taylor. Ibid. % AHm Higuel, Feb. 5, 1490. 
•* Robert Maluun, Jane 17, ia06. tt Juhn Ikiuiet, Feb. J, IfiOT. 
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Sametimee their confeaaionB and abjurations run after this 

" I have said, that it were better to give a poor, blind, or 
lame man a penny, than to bestow their money iu pilgrimageB, 
and worshipping the images of saints ; foe man ia the very 
image of God, which ought all only to be worshipped, and 
no stocks, nc stones."* 

" I used to say, we should rather worship the image that 
God hath made, that is to say, the poor man, th»n the image 
that man hath made, and painted ; the which standeth in the 
Chureh."t 

AH these things they renounce, as " contrary to the common | 
doctrine and determmation of the univeraal Cbnrch of Christ, 
and aa false doctrines, contrary to the Christian faith, as great j 
heresies, and false opinious, reproved, and danmed by all nolr I 
Church ; and against the doctrine of Christ and his Apostles 
And yet these sayings, thus condemned by the second 
Nicene Council, and thus renounced as great heresies, in aA 
parts where the power of the Church of Rome prevailed in 
these latter ages, are either the express sayings and doctrines 
of the ancieut Fathers, or little different from them i 
whence any man may easily discern how great an opposition 1 
there must he betwixt the doctrine of the ancient, and of the 1 
present Church of Rome ; the true Cathohc Church of Chriat ' 
in the primitive ages, aud that which now usurps tl 
Cathohc. 



CHAP. III. 

That the ancients did not bow down to, or venerate images, t 
farther proved : 1, Became they nener icere eoncemed, a 
are the Romanists, to answer the seeming repugnancy of this 
practice to the Second Commandment, or to use any of the 
distinctions so frequent in the second Nicene Council to that 
effect, §. 1. 2ndli/, Because they ansieer all the objecttoTU 
urged by the Nicene Council, against the Protestant sense 
of this precept, viz. the instance of the cherubims, and of 
the brazen serpent, 5- 2. 3rdly, Because many of them 
declare, that this precept rendered the very art of making 
images unlawful to the Christians, §. 3. 4lhly, Because 

h» Isabel Dort, Julj 1B,14S1. t Tbooiiia Stoctuii,Mardi 22, 149S. 
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they generaUy declare, that liy thU precept the Ckrittian 
is/brliid to gire any outward worship to imayei, or to bam 
ihten to them, §. 4. btMy, Because they reject and confute 
all the diatinctiont u»ed hy the second Nicene CoHneil, and 
hy the Romaniilii, toreeoneiU thi* precept to Iheir practice ; 
oMertixg, I. That ihia command it moral and perpetual, 
and obligatory to all Chriilian*. 2. Thai thi» precept 
doth not only forbid Ike worship of images Kith Latria, but 
all outward adoration of them. .1. That this is the Second 
Commandment, and not a part of the first only. A. That 
not only idols, but images, are by this precept forbid to be 
adored, §.5. 

§. I. That the aadents knen aothii^ of thia pretended 
tradition, will be still more evident from their discouraeB 
touching that Commaadmeat, wliict so erpreisly wiith, " Thou 
shalt not make unto thvaelf an idol, nor the simihtude of any 
thing in heaven or earth." For hod they generally practised, 
had they received a tradition touching the veneration of the 
images of Christ, his blessed motlier, and the saints and 
martyrs ; is it not wonderful that none of all the Fathers ever 
did tliat wliich all ChrisUaue, who entertMned the worship of 
them, ever did ? viz. That they should never offer any ooswer 
to the obvious objection from this Commandment against it, ftc 
in the least attempt to reconcile this precept with their prac- 
tice 1 or to propose aov of those distiuctiouB, limitadons, or 
excuses, which are so frequent in the writings of the Romish 
doctors, and which they judge so necessary to prevent idolatry, 
and to inform aright the iniiids of them who venerate their 
images, and to satisfy the importunity of those who scr^e 
at it, and do suspect it is a breach of this Commandment 1 "fhs 
matter of thia image worship looks so ill, it seems so mani- 
festly repugnant to the command, forbidding us to wor- 
ship any similitude of any thing in heaven and earth ; it is in 
appearance so like to that very practice which they derided in 
the heathens, that it was highly reasonable, if this had been 
the doctrine and practice of their times, that these primitive 
Fathers should at least have considered, and stated the ques* 
tion, how far, and in what sense it was lawful; and with 
what intention and in what degree, and with what cautions 
and distinctions tliis might lawfully be done. The present 
doctors of the Church of Rome, are not so careless now- 
i-days, as were tliL- Fathers in this matter. When they write 
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Catechisms for the iiistruclbn of the people ; sometimes they* 
wholly leave out this Conimondment ; sometimes thej Jo 
nbhreWate it, and make it only say, " thou shalt not worship 
idols :" or if they be so danug as to present the whole Com- 
mandment to the view of Roman Catholics, they carefully ex- 
pound, and clog it with many hmitations and distinctions, that 
their proselytes may not be tempted to think the words do 
mean what, in their plain and obvious sense, they do import. 

Thus wtis it also with the bishops of the second Nicene 
Council, who introduced this image worship into the Eastern 
Church, Constautinus, bishop of Gonstantia in Cyprus, 
seems to inabuate, that the reason which moved God to make 
this injunction, was not the evil of image warship, but the 
propenseness of the Jews unto idolatry : for, saith he,t " when 
the people were moved to commit idolatry, then God spake 
thus to Moses, Thou shalt make no similitude to serve them." 
In other places they affirm, that Giod doth only here forbid^ 
the worship of them with latria; the worshipping of images§ 
as gods, hut not the worship of them with doulia ; and often 
do observe, that TrpoirKvvj)itiQ,\\ or outward worship, by saluting, 
or bowing of the body, ia not appropriated to God. but is an 
honour oft given to the creatures, and therefore is such wor- 
ship as may be given to images. And sure it may be 
charitably presumed, [that the Fathers of the primitive Church 
were as heartilv concerned for the instruction of their flocks, 
and were as able to perceive as Soman Cathohcs, that seeming 
opposition which the veneration of images hears to this Com- 
mandment; and yet we do not find in all their writings, for 
five hundred years, one caution to inform the people, that this 
law concerned not that image-worship they are supposed to 
have practised, and derived down unto posterity, 

Clemens Alexandrinua, Origen, Tertullian, and other writers 
of the ancient Church, make frequent mention of this precept, 
especially when they discourse against that image-worship 
which the heathens practised; but they afford not one iota 

* Vid. D«U. de Im»g. p. 77. 

t "On li irivtiTO o XaAf jrpij liStaXoXaTpliav, rigviEaura d Btic 
tlTTi Tif Muiffti, ob jToi^odc tSi' Dfiofwpi fl-pif ri Xarfivaai airoii. 
Act. 4. [ut supra,] p. SOD. VJd. Act. G. p. 468. 

t^jTttlav. Act. 7. [Ibid.] p. sac, aB4. 

■*" 5 Nii rpuatvvtiv is Biiy. Act.5. [Ibid.] p.355, 376, 412. 

t 11 Tifp itlv Tpoativiiaiv dioXurut Kui oi iiovip iip^j«v, Tb[St it 
'^iiitit aiiTif ftirif tifiiKty. Act. 7. [Ibid.] p.5Bi. Aot.4. pifltfa 
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to diatingiiuh thai worship they t'ondcmned iu the heathena, 
from that nhich they are sairi to have given to the 
Christ, nnd of his saints ; or to except them from the c 
they so generally pass upou all image worship ; or to inform 
us, that the worship of such images is well consistent with the 
second Conimaiittment. 

§. 2. To make this argument yet more convincing, let it 
be coDsidered, that these very Fathers thought themseWes 
concerned to answer those objections which Papists now, and 
other worshippers of images before them, made against that 
sense of the Commandment which Protestants embrace, vis. 
that " God by it forbids all outward worship, or veneration, 
to be paid to images." 

For whereas they object the chertibims* placed in the Jewish 
temple; TertulUan answers, that when God forbade "the 
making the likeness of any tluue in heaven or earth i" in the 
next words, "Thou shatt not worship them, he shewed the cause 
of that prohibition was the removal of idolatry ; and there- 
fore," snitb he, " the cherubimst seem not here forbidden, 
because they were not made for worship, but for ornament." 

Clemens of Alexandria to the same instance answers,^ that 
" the cherubims were the symbols of angels glorified, not the 
images of saints ; for he who had advised them to make no 
graven idol, would not himself have made the imnge of saints, 
or holy things." 

2ndly, Tlie framing of the brazen serpent by Moses, is 
also pleaded in favour of image-worship hi the second Nieene 
Council. § Now to this Tertullian answers, that "this was 
done by MoBes,|| not as an image of idolatry, but as a figure 

' 'Itfruaav o't XiyoVTi^, /i^ Siiv rvv ayitav irpot/KwiTv T&ff titovof 
XUpojroi^rrii's iiiuas — ic ri x'C"'^'')^' );"?'"''"' I''" fli""'> "^oi irpaa- 
itwoiivTO. Theodorua pBtr. Hieros. 2 Condi. Ntocn, Act. 3. [Ibid.] 
p. 185. Vid. Art. 4. p. 197, 236. Art. 6. p. 4fiB. Act, 2. p. 107, IIS. 
t Sic Cherubim et SerapMm — certe dinpli-i □rmunentuiu, longe d>. 
versaa habcado caueaa ab IdolDlBtriiG conditione, ob qnam Bunilitode 
prohibetur. Contr. Mbtc. 1. 2. c. 22. [p. 392. Par. 1695.] 

J OA yap dv iroTf a nijSiv y^ujrroi' ti^iuXoii inifovpyiiv irapaivkaa^ 
ttirit &rtit6vttiii tuv ajiuiv iyaX/ta. Strmn. 1. 5. c. [p.] 564. [at 
mpra, p. 667.] 

§ nXi}v fli'Eu aoi 'in Kai Mmaljs b Tavra voiio^lTiirras tKtXiv&ij — 
j «ai riv o^iv riy x"*""" Sij/iwupyi/oai. Act. 5. [ot supra,] p. 366, 
' 357. Act. 2. p. 108. 109. 

in IdololnCriie titulam, sad in fignram remedii. Contr. Marc 
Non aJ deriigationem legis, sed ad eiempluium caass mm. 
L.deldal.c, a.[Ibid. p. US.] 
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TertuUian speaks thus to tlie Christian, " If thou observest 
tbe some God, thou bast his law, make no simlbtude ; if thou 
reapectest the precept of the similitude that ofterwarda was 
made, imitate thou Moses ; make no image against the law, 
unless God also do commaud thee."'t~ 

Srdly, To the objection made by Damascen, J and before bim 
hy Celsus, that " God made man after his own image," Origen 
rephes, that "it is one thing to be an image of God, another 
thing to he made after his image."§ And that " this image 
of God ie preserred in the rational Boul, made Uke in virtue to 
him," not in the lineaments of the body. 

These are the esceptions made against this law, which the 
ancient Fathers diligently take notice of, and shew not to be 
breaches of, or contradictions to this precept. Whereas, bad 
then tbe Cbriations been accustomed to worship or bow down 
before the images of Christ, and of the blessed vir^n, and the 
saints departed, this practice would have ministered more 
weighty scruples to employ their pens : and therefore we have 
reason to conclude, their practice gave them no occasion to 
answer those objections which the Romanists are so industrious 
to solve, and they who were concerned about leaser matters 
never mention. 

§. 3. But then if we consider, that these Fatbera, who are 
BO profoundly silent in the particulars now mentioned, so un- 
concerned to shew that any veneration of any images what- 
soever was any ways consistent with this precept, are very loud 
and frequent in declaring, as man; of them do, that this Com- 
mandment rendered tbe very art of making images unlawful to 

* Just. M. Dial, cam Trnili. p. 321, 322. 

t Ne iacias adveiaus legem Eimokcrum Bliqnod, nisi et tibi Detu jue- 
gcrit. De Idol. cap. &. [Ibid. p. 89.] 
t De fide OrCh cap. 93. 

§ MiJ iCiiv Jin^Jopd: ' ' - ~ - ■ - - -■ •..i..- -.— -. 
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the Chriatiui, that with one voice they say, that " it forbade all 
outward vrnerntion, aiid lioning down to any im^cs what- 
aocver ;" and tliat they do as tully contradict, and orcrthrow 
all the distinctions, shifta, and excuses of the Koninnists, 
whereby they do endeavour to avoid the condcmnatiou of this 
law i 1 say, when we consider this, we cannot havo the least 
suspicion Icfl, that they should practise in their ttctions, or in 
inindBpprove,whatthey in words have sofully condemned. And, 

1. We find thBtmanv of them have declared expressly, that 
God by this CommaiKhnent forbade the very making of an 
image, and rendered the very art of pwiitiiig and engraving 
imo^es wilawful to the Christian. 

Clemens of Alexandria styles it iraKirtx'/a,* "an eril art :" 
and adds, that " we Christians [ibunly are t'orbidden to exercise 
this deceitful art, the prophet having siud, ' Thou shalt not 
make the similitude of any thing tn heaven or in earth.'' " 

Origrn declares, that "the Jewish polity admitted of no 
punter or statuary, the law rjccting all such out of 11.""^ And 
all these arts of graving and of ]>aiuting images, he dso styles 
" arts of wickedness," And again, " As for painters, carvers, 
image-makers, we think that they who do respect their evil 
arts, not taking oif their minds from all things visible and 
sensible, to fix them upon him who is light, are yet in 
darkness."! 

Tertulliwi saith, " Even of the works of such persons, I 
inquire, whether it can please that God who forbade any like- 
ness to be made, how much more of his image? The author 
of truth loTcs not what is false ; whatsoever is feigned is adul- 
tery with him. The divine law proclairag. Thou shalt moke 
no idol ; and adding, neither the likeness of any thing in 
heavcu or earth ; hath, through the world, forbidden the 
servants of God to exercise such art3."§ And to this objec- 

* OpOTptXT. p. 30. 'Arij-fipivTai q/iii' Ava<favSiv awaniXir i 

t 'ExffaXXovToe iravras roilf toioutohc "f' aiirij^ tdv vopiu, | 

I. 4. p. 181. [Ibid. p. 524.] Tuv Z-ypafuv, cai avSpiavrOTroiiiv 
KoxoTixviai, I. 6. p. 321. [Ibid. p. 632.] 

t ♦ijo'o/ifv rnSijffSai fiiv tv mtir^ jriivras; rove I's rde rSiv I 

Ziaypa^av, iiai irXatTuv, sai ivlpiavravoiiiv IvoptavTas tatartx^ I 

viac&cl. G. p. 321. 

j Jam vero ipsnm opus perBonarum qH»ro, an Deo placent qui omnem . 

rimilitadiDeni vetat fieri ? De Spect. cap. 23. [Ibid. p. 82.] Et conjun- | 

genu, neque BimiliCndinein, &c. toto mundo ^usmodi adibua interdixit 
* " * De IdoL c. i. [Ibid, p. 87.] 




) AND KELica. 335 

tion of the image-maker, *' I have no other trade to live upon ;"' 
he answers, " Wliat hast thoii to do with God, if thou wilt 
live by thy own laws?* the Church permita all men to labour, 
but not to labour in those arts which the discipliuc of God 

Chrysostom says.f " 1 condemn the arts of making pictures 
oa no arta, for they only tend to superfluous expense ; whereas 
the name of arts is oidy to be given to those trades which 
appertain to things necessary, and belonging to the life of man. 
For God for this cause gave ua wisdom, that we might find 
out methods by which we might advantage our life. Uut tell 
me, where is the profit of making httle images or animals on 
walls or garments?" 

And lastly. The Council of Constantinople, { consisting of 
338 bishops, called this rqv dOifiiTOf tUp £ioypaijiiay rc)^Fi]f, 
" the unliwAil art of making pictures." Judge, therefore, 
whether the Christians of those first five centuries, could ha^e 
any custom received from tradition, to adore what they declared 
unlawful for any Christian man to make, though he did not 
adore it : whether they held it necessary that images should 
be worshipped, who held it both superfluous and wicked that 
they should be made ? 

§. 4. But, 2ndly, these Fathers do with one voice declare, 
that by this precept the Christian is forbidden to worship, to 
bow down, or to give outward veneration to any image 
whatsoever. 

Origen, in that very homily upon Exodus, which Romanists 
do cite in favour of their exposition of the word idol, to signiiy 



^ 



a thing that hath no real being in the n 






is particular, declaring,^ that " the command forhiddeth not 
only to make an idol, but also the similitude of all things ; so 
that if any man, in any metal of gold, silver, wood, or stone, 
makes the resemblance of any four-footed beast, serpent, or 

' Patet Eccleaia omnibus, ei nulla eicejitio est urdum, quos Dei diaci- 
plina oon recipit, c. C>. [Ibid. p. 88.] 

t "AAA* oUt Ti)v Zujpa<pia)v BuW_ T^v ito«iXr«^»i li^noi/i, iv 
lyoije rfx>''J>' d^ai — ri it iialia yivcrrBai, r) Ir roixoij, ij iv 
ifjiiTioic, jroo vpliiitfiov liri fioi. In Matt. Horn. 49. n. 316,317. 
[vol. 7. p. 609. Par. 1727.] 

t Apud Condi. Nic. 2. Act. 6. [ut anpra,] p. 425. Juv Zuypifuv 
KasoTixvla. Ibid. p. 505. 

5 QutB nunc sermo Dei univBrsa complectens siraul abjurat et abjicit, 
eC una solum idolum Den vetat, Bed et similitudiDem omuiom in terra, 
&c. Uom. e. in Eiod. [vol. 2. p. liB. Ew.lJii.1 
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bird, and gets it up lo Ik" adored, he mnkelh not an idol, lint 
B simiiitudp ; or, if he make a picture lo that end, he doth 
the same : and, thai the word of God, comnrebeading all these 
things together, caats away and ahjiires them ; and doth not 
only forbid an idol to be made, but also the similitude of all 
things which are on the earth, in the waters, and the heavens ; 
adding, and saying, Thou shalt not adore nor worship them. 
Now,* it is one thing to adore, and another thing to worship j 
for a man may unwillingly adore, as they who flatter kings, 
who are addicted to such things, may seem to adore idola. 
when in their hcnrts they know an idol is nothing in the world ; 
hut to worship, is to he devoted to them with our whole affec- 
tion and study ; both which the divine word cuts off, providing, 
that thou shonldest neither worship them with any affection, 
nor adore them in appearance or external show." 

The other author whom they eite to conutenanee their expo- 
sition of the word idol, is Theodoret, who there declnrea indeed, 
that " idols signify things which have no existence :" but then 
he adds, that "similitudes here signify the images of thin^ 
subsistent, as of the sun, moon, stars, and men ; whiSi 
things," saith hcif " the Commandment enjoins us neither to 
worsnip outwardly, nor with fntria, or with the worship of the 
sonl, teaching both these kinds of worship to he wicked." 

Clemens of Alexandria writing against the Antitactes, who 
rejected the God of the Old Testament, and acted in oppo- 
sition to his commands, teDs them, that if they would act 
suitably to their principles, " seeing God, by Moses, had for- 
bidden to make any graven or molten images, they should adore 
them ■"% plainly insinuating, that this adoration was forbidden 
by this precept. 1 have already shewed, that Origen§ de- 
ciares, that Christians ahstained from the worship of ^ imsgea 
by virtue of this command, and that which aaith, " Thou shrit 
worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou serve." 
And TertnlUau, that the chernhims seem therefore not to be 



• Aliua est cnlere. nlind 


adorare 


potes 


qoiset 


nritus 


dorara— 


colere 


vexo est toto his olTf cCu et etudio m 


rnHpan 


T utmninne orgo resecat 


sermo 


divinus. ut neque affertu colas, neq 


e specie adores 


Ibid 


[col. 2.] 




t Toiroie nXti'it fi^r 


rpovtvvciv. 


fii,Ti Xarpiici 


. <T<1^4 


nil- 


(iaivH Tivdc ■Kpoaxvvija 


o. oi. 


M4« k 


ni Xarp 




eard ^-vxir, 


ISiialtv iic UiriOBv i 


<^C. in 


Eiod 


q. 3S. 


[vol. 


.p. U9 


Hal. 


1769.] 














J -Tpac AtiXcvSov .)* 


Kai tA 


y\v^ 


d tr(iBBCvuflv 


Strom 


L 3. 


p.m. [ntBDpni, p. 528.] 















^ L. 7. p. 375 [ut Bnpra.vol. I. p. 740.] 



^ IKAOE3 AND RELICS. 33? ' 

forbidden here, because they were not made for worahip, but 
oruftinent. Epiphanius saith, tbaC " if the Son of God bad 
been a creatine, God would not have propounded him to be 
worshipped, he himself having said. Thou shalt not make to 
thyself any similitude, and thou shalt not worship it."* 
" God," saith Fulgeiitius.f " in the first precept of the Deca- 
logue, most vehemently ibrhade all the faithful to give adortt- 
tion or service to any creature : and commanding himself to 
be adored, he wholly forbade that any one should dare to adorft- 
or serve a creature. And therefore in the end of that first 
commandment, he speaketh thus of all things he created, 
Thou shalt not worship them, nor serve them." 

In the aisth and seventh centuries, when the historical use 
of images began to find admittance in the Church, and Chris- 
tiana were permitted to adorn the walls and windows of the 
church with them ; or to engrave and paint them, the better 
to express or represent the history of parables recorded in 
Scripture, they do excuse themselves from being thereby guilty 
of the breach of this commandment, or any other of like 
nature, by this distinction, that they had pictures " only for 
remembrance, not for religious yeoeration." 

Thus when Serenus, bishop of Marseilles, finding his people 
prone to worship images, did, aAcr the example of good 
Hezekiah, break and remove them from the Church, though 
Gregory the Great approyea not of his breaking of them, yet 
he commends his "zeal against the adoration of what waa 
made with hands ;" declaring it " the people's sin, which waa 
to be forbidden by all means ;" and bids him, "calling them 
together, shew, from tbe testimonies of Scripture, that it ia not 
lawful to adoie any thing that was made with hands, because 
it is written. Thou shalt worahip the Lord thy God, and him 
only shalt thou serve. "^ He adds, that he was moved with 

• nHs oiv licTtrriv lavr^ vlAv, jcai iirera£( jrpoatvviWai. H»r. 
09. p. 759. [Colon. 16B0.] 

t Oroni creatnrEE adoratio et servitns vehemmtissimi! prohibetnr 

ProrsuB interdiiit ne quia anderet creataram adornre, creatoraqae servire. 
Ad Dunat. p. 692, 593. [p. 372, 373. Colon. Agrip. 1526.] 

t Et quidem zelum vos, ne quid manufuctam adorari potuit, habnisse, 
laudaning, 9«d Iraagere easdem imaginea non debuiaae judicamus. Tua 
FratemiCaa ab carum adoraCu populum prohibere deboit, L. 7. Ep. 110. 
Convocandi sunt, eisque eacr<e Scriptois est testimoniis OBtendendum, 
quod omne maaufoi.'tum adorare non licet, quoniam BcripCuoi eat, Dami. 
Dum Denm Euam gdorabis ; « quis imagines facere voluerit, minime pro- 
hib«, adorare vero omnibus modia veta. Al. de Vi a Ep. L 9. c. 9. 

VOL. Til. 'i 
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an inoonuderate zeal in breakmg of them, to prevent their 
being worshipped, " because they were set up in riurcbea, not 
to be adored, but only to instruet the minds of the simple," 
Mid especially the Pagima, which abounded in his diocese ; 
and that it was " odc tiling to adore a picture, and another, hy 
the hiaiory of a picture, to leam what was to be adored." 
Whore this great Pope, without distiuction or limitation, con- 
demns all adoratioD of an imsge, declaring, in opposition to 
the Fathers of the second Nicene Coimcil,* that "nothing was 
to be adored, which was made with hands :" and proving this 
from that very testimony of Scripture, which in that Council 
is twice said to make nothing against the adoration of them, 
because the word " only" is not joined to adoration, but to the 
service of latria. He also doth command Screnus to forbid 
the adoration of them, ommbu* modia, "by all manner of 
wava i" opposing to this forbidden adoration, the having of 
" them only for instruction ;"t which manifestly proves, that 
the adoration rejected and condemned by him, aa contrBry to 
the holy Scriptures, was all kind of adoration, all, that is, more 
than using of them for instruction only. 

To weaken this plain testimony of so great a Pope, ihej 
have since put words into an epistle, writ by him to Secnndinua 
the monk, in which he is made to speak according to the Inte 
distinctions of the schools ; and to admonish that monk not to 
worship the image of our Saviour, " as a God ft and to 
inform him, that "Christians do not prostrate themselves 
before it, as before the Divinity ;" concluding hence, that he 
elsewhere condemned only the worshipping of images aa gods : 
but the gross forgery is happily detected hy the industry of 
Br. James, § who collated this epistle with seven good manu- 
scripts, in all which no such words are to be fomid, 

" No word of God forbids that images be made," saltb 
Bede,[| "but it by all means doth forbid that they be made 
unto this end, viz. that they be worshipped and adored." 

* Act, 1. [ut Bupra,] p. 248. 7. 5S4. 

t Fruigi non deboit, quod non adurandum in ccclralia, Bed ad instn. 
endis solum modo mcntea ntacientinm collncatum. Ibid. 

% ImogiQem SsliaCoris nostri non ideo petjs, nt quasi Deom colsi. Nob 
quidpm non, quaei uute Divinilatcm, ante ilium prOBteiuimur. Epist. 
1. ;. Ep. 54. 

J Corruption of tbe Ime Fathers, p. 75, 76. 

I Apud Geieon. Comp. Theol. Eipt. 1. PriETCpl. lom, 2. F. 25, 
[par. 2. p. 53. Pur. 1606.] 
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"This command," saith Agobardus,* "must not be only u: 
(leratood of the similitude of false gods, but also of the heavenly 
creatures, or of those things which human fancy hatb invented 
for the honour of God," And from them, and the 4th of 
Deuteronomy, he saitb, " this chiefly ought to be ohserved, 
that if the workmanship of God's hand is not to be adored, no 
not in honour of that God who made it, much leas may we 
adore the workmanship of man in honour of those persons 
whose images they are said to be,"-t- And hence, as you have 
seen obeady, the Councils of Frankfort, and Paris, and the 
Western clergy, condemned the decree of the second Nicene 
Council, as being contra authoritatem divinam, et Seripfura- 
rum tramilem, against divine authority, and the course of 
Scriptures. 

§. 5, Moreover, these Fathers clearly and abundantly con- 
fute aD the distinctions used by the Romanists, and by the 
second Nicene Council, to reconcile their practice with this 
precept, and all the specious pleas they have invented for this 

1. Do they, with Mr. Thomdyke, say, that this command- 
ment is not perpetual and moral, and so not obligatory to the 
Christian ? J 

The Fathers generally assert against them, that all the pre- 
cepts of the Decalogue, except only the carnal observation of 
the Sabbath, oblige all Christians ; that the words of the 
Decalogue " Christ spake ahke to all, and thereibre they 
remain alike with ua, receiving their augmentation and extent 
sion, but not their dbsolution from our Saviour's advent," 
they being natural and common to aU, That they were not 
only spoken to the Israelites going out of Egypt, »ed multo 
maffii ad (e,§ " much more to the Christian." '" What, shall 
we say that the Decalogue, excepting the carnal observation of 

' Noade solis siiuilltadinibus iJienarum Deurum, sed et de ccelebdbiu 
creaturis. Lib. de Imag. [ut supra,] p. 221. 

t Quanta magis opera maDuom hominum non sunt adoranda et coleuda, 
nee in honnre eorum, quorum sitoilitudines esse dicuQtur ? [Ibid.] p. 222. 

t Nuu Deus primum per oatorsliB pnecepta, quie ab initja intiiB dedtt 
hominibUB, admonens eos, id est, per Decalogum, qniE si quia non fecerit, 
non habeat salutem, et nihil plus ab eis eiquisivit. Iren. 1. 4. c. 28. 
[c. 15. p. 244. col. 1. Venet. 1734.] et c. 31, [p. 247. col. 2.] Decft- 
logi qoidem verba ipse per semetipsnm omuibua umiliter Domiuos 
locnCus eat, et ideo similiter peimanent apad noE, eitcnaionem eC HOgmon- 
tnm, sednon diesolutionem accipientia per camalem ejua adventDm. 

{ Orisen. Horn. 8. [ut supra, vol. 2. p. 15G.] in Exod. 
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the sabbath, doth not belong to ua ?* Who is so wicked," 
saith St. Austin, " aa lo say, that therefore he obBcrreth not 
those precepts because he is a Christian ?" 

Clemens of Alexandria,-)- Tertullian, Origen, St, Cyprian, 
Epi^ihiuiius, Austin, Fulgentiua, do urge this precept upon 
christians ; and some of them expressly say, that it concerns 
not only Jews, hut Christians also. And even the Trent 
Catechism tcachctb, that " all the jirecepts of the Decalogue, 
except the fourth, are natural and perpetual, and cannot he 
changed ; so that although the law of Moses be abrogated, 
yet Christian people are to observe all the commands of the 
two tables, not because Moses did command tliem, but because 
they are agreeable to nature, and that constrains them so 
to do."t 

Do they say with the second Nicene Couneil,§ that "this 
precept only forbids the worshipping of images aa goda," or 
giving of latria to them, but not the paying of "external 
honorary worship," or outward adoration to them ? " Note 
the propriety of the words," saith Jerome, "neither worship 
of the gods, nor adoration of the image, is agreeable to the 
servants of God." " The command forbids both inward wor- 
ship, and estemal adoration," say Origen and Tbeodoret. 
"Thou shall not worship them with the veneration of thy 
body, nor the affection of thy mind,"|l saith Gerson. Origen 
declares, 5[ that thev who abjured Christianism in times of 
persecution, made tbe same excuse as doth the second Nicene 
Council ia this matter, i-iV. that du XaTpivamri fiif, jrpoff- 

' Namquid propterea dicturi sumtu, non ad hob pertinere quod ecrip- 
tum est, maiimeiiue ipmim Decalogum. qui duabng illis lapideja tabulit 
continetnr, eicepCa SabbaCi obaervaClone camali, qate spiricualetn Baoctifi- 
CBtiiinem quietemqoe significat ? Quis eoiin dteat non debere obscrvare 
Cbruttano*, 1. ut uni Deo Religionis obsequio serviuit. 2. ut Idolom non 
ccUtar, 3. ul nomen Domioi oon nRcipiatur in vsnum, 5. ut Parentes bo- 
noreatar, tie 6. Homiddia, 7. Adulteria, 8, Furta, 2, falca Testimooia 
perpetrennir, ne 10. Uxor, lie omDino nsulla concopiBcatur alieiia? Quia 
nt tam impiOB. ut dicst ideo bb Uta legis non cnstodire pnecepta, quia est 
ipse Chriatianue, nee aab lege, Bed enb gratia constitutaB ? Contra dta» 
Epist. Pelag. 1. 3. c. 4. p. 899. 

t Vid. Sect. 4. 

t Ut quainria lei Moysia abrogata sit, omnia tamen prffloepta qiut 
duabuB Cabulis coDtinenCnr, popolua CbriaCianua aervet. Phtc. 3 cap. 4. 
Ewt.4.[p. 325. Lips. IS43.] 

% Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 24S. Act. 5. p. 356, 376. Act. 7- p. a5G, 584. 

Iln Dan. iii, [vol. b. p. G3B. Par. 1736.] 
Eihort. ad Mart. p. 167. 
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Kvyovvi Ee iI2iXoiCi " they gave not latria, but only outward 
worship or veneration to the idols." But to this Romish shift 
he thus replies, that " this excuse would also free the JeWB' ] 
from the like guilt in worshipping the gods of Moab, and tha I 
golden calf;" for he observeth, that "the Scripture* sutli f 
not of them who went a whoring after the goaa of Moab> 
iXarpivaav roic ciSuXotc avriai; they gave latria to their idola j 
for it could not he," saith he, "after so many signs and won- 
ders, which their eyes had seen, that they should presently be I 
hrought, TTpoc TO ro/xtaai. Qcoig ra eiSuXn, to think the 
idols, with which they fornicated, were indeed gods. Thm ' 
also," 8aith he, "very likely did the Jews jrpoaKvyclvt 
outwardly adore the calf, av XarpEuiracrtc rw ^dirj^u Sf ytvd- 
uiroy idiaaavTo, not giving divine worship to that which they 
had seen then made." And indeed, evident it is, that the 
similitude of any thing is not the thing itself; and therefore 
the command forbidding us to " worship the similitude of any 
thing in heaven or earth," cannot be reasonably supposed only 
to forbid us to worship B simiHtude of God, as God. 

3rdly, Do they, to give some colour to this subterfuge, assert, 
that what we call the Second Commandment, is indeed part of 
the first? The Jews, and Christian Fathers, escepting only 
St. Austin and Fulgentius, do, with one voice, declare the 
contrary. "The first commandment, "f saith Josephus, 
" teacheth, that God is one, and that he only should be wor- 
shipped ; the second commands us, not to make the image of 
any living thing to worship it." " The ficat,"t saith Philo, 
"is about monarchy; the second about things made with 
hands, not suflering us to prepare images, or statues, as those 
hurtful arts of painting and engraving do." Theophilus§ 
reckons these Zfi:aKfipu\aia, or Ten Conimandmeots, thus : 
1. "Thoushalt have no other gods but me." 2. "Thonshalt 
not make to thyself an idol, or the similitude of any thing," 
&c. 10. "Thou shalt not covet the house of thy neighbour, 
nor desire his wife," &c. Clemens of Alexandria declares, 

• Numb. ixv. 2, 3. 

f itlaami ^/tat 6 ixcv jrpiuroc Xoyoc, Bti BUc iariv dc, lai 
TOVTOV aijiiaBai liovov & li hiiripas tiXiitt pijitvoi tiaova Jiiou 
rotfiaavrag irpoffKUKii'. Orig. I. 3. c. 4. Archieol. lib. 3. o. 5. p. 129. 
Amst. 1726.] 

J 'AyaXnara <al Idova icai uuvoXiuc a^if^piiiarn unTamivaZuf 
Bit iuv. Libr. de Decnl. p. 690. [vol. 2. p. 205. Lond. 1742.] 

^ Ad AuMfc. 1. 3, p. 23. [p. 217. Oion. 1664.] 
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tliU* "the first comniaiid Gliews, that there is one only 
God omnipotent, aud forbids idolatiy ; the seeond is against 
giving of his name to vain things, which aitilicera bnve 
mftde." "Should these two be numbered as onc"+ stdth 
Origen, " the number of ten commandments would not be 
complete ; but if you reckon tbem as we do, the truth of the 
Decalogue will remain ; wherefore the first commandment is 
this, Thou shall have no other gods but me ; the second. 
Thou ahalt not make to thyself an idol, or aoy similitude, &c." 
"Of the Ten Commandments, the first,''! saith Athanaaius, 
" is this, I am the Lord thy God ; the second, Thou shalt not 
make to thyself an idol, or the similitude of any thing." St. 
Jerome^ reckons four commandments of the first tabie, and 
saith, " a promise was added to the second of them." To all 
these may be added, Tertulliao against Marciou.H and against 
the Jews:^ the Constitutions** under the name of Clemrait; 
Sulpitius Severusff in his sacred history : Pseud-Ambroaiusjf 
on the 6th chapter to the Ephesians : the imperfect work npon 
St. Matthew,§§ passing under the name of Chrysostom ; Pio- 
copiua Gazceusjl 1| upon Exodus : Zonaras^^ in his Aunals, with 
divers others. And if that which we style the Second Com- 
mandment, be only a part and explication of that precept, 
" Thou ahalt have no other gods but me," it only can forbid 
what is forbidden in that precept, viz. the giving of that 
" ' ' whence 

se to the images 
a thing forbidden 
by this precept, since by such actions, say the second Nicene 
Council, and the Roman doctors, we do not worship images as 

* "A It) ot 'TEx*''r'<( ruv iyBpviviav iriiroiiicairi. Strom. 1. 6. 
p. 682. [nt mpra, p. 810.] 

t Si its potetur oon camplebititr decem immerasiDandBtDniiii, et abi 
jam erit Decslogi teritss? Uom. B. in Eiod. [vol. 2. p. 156. col. 2. 
Par. 1733.] 

J Aiurepav oil iroiqndc aiavTif tWuiXoi', Bee. Synops. p. 61. [toL 2. 
p. lOl.Patav. 1777.] 

J Et in secundo prKeepto repromiflBionem esse Bociatam. Eph. 6. 
F. 10*. [vol. 7. p. 663. Veron. 1737.] 

II L. 2. 0. 17. [ut Bupra, p. 330.] 

<ii Cap. 2. [Ibid. p. 184.] 

•♦ L. 2. 36. [vol. 1. p. 271. Lot. Par. 1671,] 1. 7. 3. [Ibid. p. 416.] 

tt L. 1 . p. 93. [p. 49. Lugd. Bat. 1643.] 

Jt P- 554. [vol. 2. Append, p. 249. Par. 1690.] 

§§ Horn. 49, p. 175. [vol, 6. Append, f. ccv. col. 2. Par. 1724.] 

1111 P. 273. HH Tom. l.p. 24. 
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gods : and if the pajing tliia inferior worBhip to the images 
of heathen deities be not forbidden in the words of this com- 
mandmeDt, I conceive it cannot he reasonahlf thought to be 
forbidden in any other precept, there being only this which 
speaks of image-worship ; andif it were forbidden in no precept 
of the moral law, it necessarily will follow that it was lawfully 
performed by the heathens. 

4thlr, Do they pretend that idols only are forbidden to be 
adored in this precept, but not images ? This indeed is the 
conceit of Romish doctors, and of the second Nicene Council ; 
but this also is plainly opposite unto the general tradition of 
all the Fathers of the Church, who constantly observe what is 
aa evident in the commandment as words con be, vii. that it 
forbids not onl^ idols to be worshipped, but also " the simili- 
tude of any thuig whatsoever :" aa besides the express testi- 
monies of Clemens of Alexandria, Theophilus, Tertullian, 
Origen, Athauasius, Epiphanius, St. Austin, and Fulgentius, 
produced already, is farther evident from the express assertions 
of Justin Martyr,* in his dialogue with Trypho ; ofCyprian-t" 
ia his third book to Quirinns ; of Julius Finnicus,| m his 
Treatise of Profane Rihgion ; of Nazianien§ in his Verses ; 
of the Psend-Ambrosiusll nyon the 6th chapter of the Ephe- 
sians ; of Theodoretf^ in bis Questions upon Exodus ; and 
iniiumerable other authors. 

To all which add that of Tertullian, that " every form or 
httle representation is an idol ; and aU service performed about 
it is idolatry."** That of the Council of Frankfort, "We do 
not call the images placed in churches, idols ; but we refuse 
to worship and adore them, lest they should be called idols ,"ff 
That of Agobardus, that "if they who have left the worship 
of dEemons sboidd be commanded to venerate the images (u 
saints, I think they should seem to others, not so much 
to have left idols, as to have changed their resemblances." J J 
Add lastly, the complaint of all the Fathers against the Arians, 
that by introducing the adoration of a creature, they brought 

• P. 321, 322. t C. 59. [p. 587- Venet. 1723.] 

t P. 39. 5 Cann. p. 99. [Par. Iti30.] 

II P. 554. [at supra.] f Qn. 3B. [nt supra.] 

■• Omois tbrma, vel formnln Idolnm. De Idol. c. 3. [ut supra, p. S7.] 

tt Sed ne Idola nouGupentur, adorare eaa et colere recuaamns. Lib. 

Car. 1. i. c. 18. [nt enpra, p. 582.] 

a Puto quod videretur «oa non tnm Idola reliquisac, quam simulaci 

mulosEe. De Imag. [at supra,] p. 248. 
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in a'iftcatt cif uXorotoc " an idol-making heresy ;" under " the 
pretext of ChriBtianity, they secretly introduced the worship 
of idols, and transgressed that precept which forbade the 
adoration of an idol, or of any rimilitudc i" clearly iiisiiiuatii]^, 
that by worshipping any creature it was made an idol. 

Since then the Fathers of the second Niccue Council, and 
the Romish doctors, do with such diligence inculcate these 
distinctions and liuiitations of this precept, seeing they were so 
much concerned to blanch oud colour over the seeming oppo- 
sition of their practice to it : and since the Fathers must hiiTe 
had the like occasions, ressons and inducements so to do ; if 
they had practised the suiic custom of making and adoring 
the imagea of Christ and uf his saints, and yet they never in 
llie least concern themselvcB about ihis mutter, never use any 
of these limitations or distinctions, nor any other of like nature 
in their own defence, but do as manifestly reject, condemn, 
and overthrow them all, as any Protestant could do. 

Since, 2ndly, they thought themselves obliged to shew that 
which comparatively concerned them little, rt;. that the mak- 
ing of the cherubims, and of the brazen serpent br Moses, and 
the making man after his image by God himself, did no way 
thwart this precept, hut ^et were wholly unconcerned to adi 
that the making and adoring of the images of Christ and of his 
saints was also well consistent with it ; since they do often say, 
that notwithstanding this command it might be lawAd tor the 
Jew to make an image where there was no peril of worshipping 
or bowing down to it ; and it was also lawful for the Christians 
to have " their cups and dishes for the sacramental bread and 
wine, and other utensils;"* and that such things were not ceo- 
denmed by this commandment, or to he ranked with what was 
here forbidden ; hut yet they never go about to prove that it 
was lawAil, notwithstanding this command, to have or worship 
images of Christ, or any of his saints ; since even in the fol- 
lowing ages, when images began to be received into churches, 
they still declared they aid not violate this precept, because they 
bad them " not for adoration, hut only for commemoration ;" 
and that this precept forbade them not to make, though it by 
all means forbade them to adore an image. 

3rdly, Since niany of them have declared expressly, that 
God by this command forbade the very making of an image, 
and rendered the very art of painting aud engraving unlawf\d 
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to the Chriatian ; and they more generally do assert, that he 
by it forbade even all " outward adoration of them," aad con- 
sequently expressly moat declare themselves transgressors of it, 
and practisers of wicked worship, if they both made and gave 
external adoration to the images of saints. 

And, 4thly, siacc they plainly argue against all honorary 
worship of them thus : that " if the workmanship of God's 
hands b not to be adored, no not in honour of that God that 
made it ; much less may we adore the workmanship of man, 
in honom' of those persons whose images they are said to be." 
Declaring, " this, should it he done by Christians, would rather 
look like changing, than leaving of their idols." 

And, lastly, since they solemnly profess, that "by reason of 
this precept, they had rather die than worship any graven 
image," with many other like espreasiona ; it is upon all these 
accounts extremely evident, that then they had no images of 
saints erected or painted in the house of God ; and that when 
they were once admitted, they neither paid to them any out- 
ward worship, uor did they think it lawful so to do. 



CHAP. IV. 

The Father» forbid Christians to make or worship imaget and 
pictures, §. 1 . 'Indly, Some of them represent it as a vain 
thing to detire them, §. 2. 3rdli/, What they saw them 
in churches they tore and pulled them down, as being con- 
trary to Scripture and reliffion, §. 3. 4thly, When it was 
objected to them by the Donatistt, that some of them placed 
images on ike altar, they reject the calumny with great 
abhorrence, §. 4. blhly. When the worship of images was 
objected to them by the Manichaaiia, they say, this was 
done only by some rude people by the Church condemned, 
§. 5. From the eighth to the fifteenth century, the vene- 
ration of images was r^eeted by the m^t eminent persons 
of the Western Church. §. 6. 

§, 1. And suitably to these declarations we find the Fathers, 
as occasion served, either forbidding of the people to make, or at 
the least to worship images, and shewiug of their zeal against 
them that did so both in word and action, 
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Epipliauius speaks thus to the Cbristinus of his time ; 
'■ Attend to yourselves, aud rememher that you bring not 
images into the church, or into the dormitories of the saints, 
nor jret into your common houses ; for it is not lawful for a 
Chnalian to wander after them with his eyes."* " Kcture 
not Christ," saith Asterius, Lishop of Amasa, " hut bearing 
him in thy soul, carry the incorporeal Word in thy nuad."'j- 
The Council of BUberis decrees, " that pictures should not be 
in the church ;"% not because in times of persecution they 
may be abused by heathens, as Barouius ; nor because they 
haply may be defaced by the moisture of the walls, as others 
descant ou that canon ; but, "lest that which ia worshipped 
and adored (by Christians) should be painted upon wtJb." 
This canon was made by the orthodox Fathers, saith Ago- 
hardus.J " to evacuate the superstition of image worshippers." 
And whatsoever is the import of it, it manifestly doth forbid 
the introduction of any image into the church to be sdored ; 
for saying, that " it is our pleasure," or our judgment, " that 
ima^s ought not to be in churches," it must by conaequenee 
forbid the giving any adoration to them, since what we must 
not have, we cannot worship ; and what we are forbid to hare, 
to that we are forbid to exercise those actions which presup* 
pose the having of it. It also doth apparently forbid the 
introducing the image of our blessed Lord and Saviour, and 
painting that on the church walls, for be was surely adored 
and worshipped by Christians; and that this is indeed the 
meaning of the canon, will be very probable, if we conai^, 
that about that time some superstitious people, in imitation of 
the heathens, who were accustomed to paint within tbdr 
temples, II the images of those gods they worshipped, began to 
paint upon the walls of churches the Gospel parables,^ cts. 

* 'Ev TOBTtii fiviiiitiv ixtrf j-oB pi^ Ava^ipuv iltoras Jt' ixt\^aLa[. 

Cone. Act. 6. [at enpra,] p. 473. 

t Ml) ypa^f Xpiiriv, iiri it r^c ^"X'ii '"" ffaordtuv voiir6f 
rbv aauifiarov \6yov iripl^ipE. Horn- de Div. et Lax. p. 5G5.. 

t Plocuit in Ecctesiia pictnras eeae non Uebere, ne qnod colitnr et 
adoratnr, in parietibiu depiagntor. Can. 36. [Labbs, Cancil. vol. 1. 
p. 971. Lut. Par. 16J1,] 

S Ob hojosmodi evacuaodam snperstitioneni. De Inmg. [nt supra,] 
p. SCO. 

II Bochart. de I'Orig. des Images d(s Saints, p. 59S, 599. [Saum. 
1656.] 

t Enieb. de Vit. Coiut. L 3, c iS. [p. GD7. Par. 1659.] 
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our Lord carrying a sheep upon hia shoulder,* to repreaeni 
the parable of the lost sheep ; thu Gospel historiesj as onp 
Lord m the form of a Inmb, with the Forerunner pointing to 
him. Which picture was afterwards approved of hy the aixtb 
Synod, though the Council of Ehberis thought it not fit thus 
to paint what was hy Christiana worshipped, 

§. 2. And suitable to these declarations of their judg- 
ment, and these exhortations, hath been the practice of tho 
most learned Fathers of the Church. "Even to the days of 
Jerome," sailh Erasmus,f "men of approved rehgiou would 
not suffer any painted, carved, graven image, no not of Christ 
himself." And therefore when Constantia, the sister of the 
Emperor Constantinc, being in Palestine, desired Eosehius to 
send her the picture of onr Saviour Christ : to this request 
Eusebius returns this answer : "What image is it you would 
have ? that of his Divinity ? This I suppose you did not ask 
fur, since no one knows the Father but the Son, and no man 
knows the Son hut the Father : or is it the image of his human 
nature, that servile form, which, for our sakes, he took upou 
him? This certainly is that whose image you desire ; but we 
have learned, this is now tempered with the glory of the God- 
head ; aud that this mortal is swallowed up of hfe. Aad if 
his disciples in the Mount were not sufficient to endure the 
luHtxe of it, when transfigured, who shall be able to express 
the splendour of hia glorious body in dead and senseless 
colours and adumbrations, now that putting olf corruption and 
mortahty, the similitude of the form of a servant, is changed 
into the glory of the Lord?"I Whence it is evident, he 
judged Christ's human nature was not then to be painted, or 

* 'Afivos SoKTvXiii TOO irpalpo/iOB Siuiviflivoc iyxaparTiTat. Cone. 
Nic. 2. [ut aapra,] p. 121. Concil. Trull. Can. 82. [Can. S3.] [Balaam. 
Can. Sanct. Apoat. etc. p. 459. Far. 1620.] 

+ Usque ad leWtem Hieronymi erant probatte religionia viri, qui in 
templis nuUam ferebant imaginem, ae ChrUti qoidem. Vol, b. Symbol. 
Calecli. p. 983. 

t Tiva Hyfi rai Toiav raurijv flc ffpE roC Xpiorou lUova; 
irirtfov tAv ikii^ii, tai ifiiTaWaKTov, xal fiaii Toi>c aifou x"?"'- 
rqpac fipovaav, i) ravrtiv Ijv Si' ij/ioe dviiXij^f riis SoiXoy popfiis 
TripiSi/itvoc ri "xrijui i dXAd wial fiiv r^e 6niv pop^ijs ouS' airif; 
iiyovpai at Jijrdv cHToi irpic nornfi Tritrathvaivijv 8ri aim riv Tra- 
ripa TIC 'yvm, etc. iKKi tovtuc ttbu tSc roO floliXou /•ap^^e iviiiiTiic 
ri}v tu:6vci, *ai oi ^i' vftSs Ttpuffkii^t} eaasiav, aXXd Kai tovto 
Tj WSp ToS ^fdr^jToc dvartspaoam fitfiaSijEa/Hv— Tic "if Tq^ 
roiaurijc n?iac rt xal SoSr/c rdc airaariXfioiaag xal dsrofiTpnirrotiroc 
liopiiapoyis oIde Tt iv y KaraxapaKai, vixpoic, diiivxoii, xpv- 
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L lepresented to the eye, and therefore knew of no eueh custom 

■ Aien approved by toe Church. For bad such imnges theu 
t been common in all churches, aod all prirnte oratories ; haJ 
M they then been received by all Christians, " from one end of 

■ tte world to the other," as the second Nicene CouDeil sulh, 
Lwliy did CoDstantia send aa fnr as Palestine for what was every 
r where to be had ? Or, why should Eusebius refuse to satisfy 
[ lier iu B request 80 reasonable 1 Why doth he put her off 
[ with an excuse, which was as opposite to the opinion of the 
[ Church of Christ confirmed, saith that Council, by their duly 
[ practice, as it was oppo^tc to her request ? 

Ulympiodonis being to build a chureh in honour of Christ 

1 And of the martyrs, writes to Nilus, a celebrated mook, and 

a disciple of St. Chrysostom, to know whether he should set 

\ up any images of them in the choir or sanctuary ; or any other 

Isiages in the house of God, " for the gratification of the eyes 

I of the beholders." To this request Nilua returns this answer, 

I that " it was a very childish business to cause the eyes of the 

fiithAil to wander after the aforesaid things ; and that it was 

die indication of a strong and manly apprehenision, to have in 

ihe sanctuary only one cross framed ; that the church might 

I be filled indeed with histories of the Old and New Testament, 

e by the hand of an excellent painter, that they who could 

> not read the Scriptures, might, by the sight of these pictnrea, 

have the memory of the courageous actions of the servants of 

God, and might he provoked to on emidation of their glorious 

actions."* So that he clearly shews, that then no pictores 

were allowed in churches but for historical uses ; that no 

images of Christ, or of the martyrs, were thought fit to be 

placed iu the choir ; that the use of them, to gratify the eyes, 

was childish, and not suitable to men of strong and manlike 

understandings. 

5. 3. Thus matters stood in the middle of the fifth century, 
but iu the fourth it was thought opposite to Scripture and 
religion to admit images into the Christian churches : witness 
the epistle of Epiphonius to John, bishop of Jerusalem ; 

fiaoi tai muofpai^laiQ, InroTi firjlt rpof^i^ai airifi Iwi rev Spon^ 
ol Biairlirtoi iiTri/iiipav fioS^raJ, &c. Apod 2 Nic CiHic. Act. 6. [ut 
«ipra,]n.494, 496. 

* Blrovag ivaSiivai Iv Tip itpartlip TTpic yloi/iiv a^aXpSiv Iv 
T<e oltip Tou 9.0B. COQC. Nic. 2 Act. i. [Ibid.] p. 228. SririmSis 
&v tiri tal Ppifawptirtc to role -rpoXtxBtiai vipiwXaviiaai riv 6f- 
daX/ibv riv niaruv. Ibid. 
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where he saith : " when I wss come into the Tillage called Ana- i 
blatha, and entering into the church to pray, found there a 
vai!, djed and painted, and having the image, as it were, 
Christ, or of some saint, for I do Qot well rememher whose 
image it '^as. But seeing this, that contrary to the authoril? 
of Scripture, the image of a man was hanged up in the Charon 
of Christ ; I rent it, and gave counsel to the keepers of the 
place, that they should rather wrap up and hory aome di 
body in it." They murmuring, said, "that having rent this, 
he should send them another : which, saith he, I promised, 
and have now sent j and I desire you to bid the presbyters 
the place receive it of the bearer ; and henceforth to cc 
mand them, that such vails as these, which are repugnant 
to our religion, should not be hung up in the Church of Christ ; 
for it becomes you to be the more corefuL for the taking away . 
that scrupulosity which is unworthy of the Church of Christ, i 
and of the people committed to your charge."* This epistle is 
extant in the works of Jerome,t both manuscript and printed. 1 
It is owned as genuine by Sirmondus and Petavius.^ It ' 
long since cited against image-worship by the Councils of 1 
Frankfort^ and Paris i|| and so the truth of it cannot be f 
reasonably disputed. This being thus premised, I observe, \ 
1 . That he declares it " contrary to the authority of Scrip- 
ture to bang up in the Church of Christ the image of a man :" 
he doth not say the image of a wicked man, but simply anc( I 
without all distinction, imaginem koininis, the image of a m 

' Quaado veniseem ad EoclesiBin, qas dicitur Anablatha, inveiii 
velum penileDH in foriboa Eci^lesice tiiictum atqse di^pictum, et habeni; J 
Imaginem, quasi Christi vel Sancti cujuadam ; non eiiim fiatia memini* * 
cujus Imago fueriC : cum ergo hoc vidissem in Ecclesia Christi contn. I 
BUthorilitem Scriptnraram hominis pendere Imsgiiiem, scidi iUnd et' 
ma|[l9 d»ii consilium cnetodibus ejus loci, ut pauperem mortuum co obvol- 
verent, et efferrant; illique contra murmuraateB, dixerunt, si scindaro i 
volucrat, jnatum erat nt slind daret velam, aCqne mataret ; quod cum 

audiiuem, me datumm esse poUicitus sum, it iUiuo esse miBsomm. 

Nunc aatem misi quod potui reperire, et precor ut jnbeas Preabjtero* 
ejaadem loci suaoipere a latore, et deinceps pnecipere, in Ecclesia Christt- | 
iatinamodi Tela, qns contra Eeligionem noatram veniflnt, non appeadi. 
Decet enim honesUtem tnam banc ina|;ie babere aolUcitudinem, ut scru- 
pulositaCam toUat, qute indigna eat Eci^leaia Christi, et populia qni tibi 
credit! tunL ApudHieron. EpisC torn. 2. F. 58- [Ep. St. vol. 1. p. 251. 
Veron. 1731.] t Ep. torn, 2. p. 58. 

J la CoDcU. Narbon. p. 615. [Pit. 1629.] 

I lib. Car. 1. 4. c. 25. [ut anpro. p. 63.] 

I S]raod. Pu^. a. 6. [c. 7.] [ut supiv, p. 40] 
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2 . lie cle&rly doth iDsinuatc, that, for any thing he knew to 
the contrary, the image which he rent was the image of Christ, 
or of some samt ; for " whether it was so or uo," auth he, " I Jo 
sot well remember :" whence erident it b, that had it been the 

ge of Christ, or any of his saints, he would have rent it. 

Ee therefore did not tmnk, that to destroy those imagea which 

' were erected for his worship, was to offer a most vile effixmt 

Unto his Saviour, as a^ierwards the second Nicene Councdt did, 

. now the Papists do conceive. 

3. He positively dechires, "thatallsuch vails so buns up in 
the church, were contrary to the religion of Christians. 

4. He desires the bishop of Jerasalem to charge his pres- 
l^ers, that they should " suffer no such thing hereafter to be 
done," i.e. no painted images to be hung up in the Church of 
Christ, and that because " it was unworthy of the Church of 
Christ, and the people committed to his charge," to be scrupu- 
lous or concerned ahont such trifles. 

. Observe ; that when he rent this vail nnd counselled the 
men of Anablatha, "to vmtp and bury some poor body in it," 
they did not say, for ought appears, and he did not regard it 
if they sud so, that this was to profane the sacred image, or 
that he offered an affront to Christ, or to bis saints, by rending 
of it; but they say only this, "that having rent that, he 
should provide another :" whence it is evident, that they had 
then no custom or doctrine of the Church, which coidd 

ntain the hanging up, or could condemn the rending of 

_. 4. The aversation vshich all good Christians had to 

images, was so well knowu Co the enemies of the Church, that 

they made their advantage of it, to withdraw her subjects from 

I communion with her. For the Donatists well knowing how 

detestable a thing it was unto the Christians of that time, to 

see an image set up in the Church, and more especially upon the 

■ altar, they framed this calumny, the more effectually to draw 

t them off from her communiou; "that the Catholics, Paulus 

1 and Maoarius, would bring an unage, and place it on the tdtar 

[ whilst the sacrifice was offered."* This rumour startled the 

•■ Dicebfltor illo tempora yentniTim ease Paulnm ot Macarium, q»ii 
Breasent Sacritjcio, ut cam AltariB Bolmniter aplareaCiir, proferrent illi 

Imagiiiem, qoaiu prima ia AJtari ponerent. Sic Sacrificinm offarretiir. 

Hoc cum acciperenC, aurea et animl perenlai eunt, ut omnis qui luec 

Hudierat diceret, qui iade gustst, de wcro gueC&t. Optat. 1. 3. p. 75, 

[p. 69- Lut- Par. 1702.] 
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futhfut ; " for vhen the fame of it was spread abroacl, the 
ears and minds of all men," aaith Optatus, "were much 
troubled at it;" and all that heard it, began thus to speak, 
" whosoever tastes of any thing from thenc*, doth taste of a for- 
bidden thing." 

Whenee we with Masius, a learned Eomaniat,* observe how 
much the anclont ChristiaDs did detect the sight of any image 
on the altar ; that is, how much they did detest the present 
practice of the whole Church of Rome. 

2ndly, Observe the answer of the Christians of those times 
unto this calumny. They do not say, true it is, we do set 
pictures upon our altars, and that not only for ornament and 
memory, but for veneratioa also ; and we do well to do so, , 
and suitably to the tradition of the Church of Christ ; so that 
you ought not to be troubled at it, or frightened from our 
communion by it ; which is the only answer the Church of 
Rome can make to this objection, and which the Fathers of 
that age would have made, had they then practised a 
Church of Rome doth now ; but thev do utterly deny the 
thing, rejecting it with detestation and abhorrence. Optatus 
doth confess, tbatf had the thing been true, the separation at 
the Donatists would have been just; that the use of images 
would have been " a pollution of divine service, and a thmg i 
alien from the custom of the Church, and which the eyes (H 
Christians could not have beheld without horror :" clearly 
condemning by this answer, the practice of the Church at I 
Rome, and justifying the separation of Protestants from her f 
communion, had it been only made on this account. 

You have already seen, from the testimony of Nilus, that ii 
' the East they admitted nothing in the sanctuary, but the cros^ i 
and in particular, no image. In the West Ukewise, the placinr j 
of an image on the altar was forbidden in the 9th, 10th, ana 
11th centuries. 

Regino cites a constitution of a Council held at Rheims ; 
which it is commanded,^ " that nothing shall be placed upon 

* Masins in Josh. cap. B. ver. 31. 

t £t twXe dictum emt, si talem famHia Bimilis veritsi eeqneretur ; at 
ubi veatam est a supradictu, nihil taLe visum est, nihil viderunC ucnli 
Christiani quod hnirerent — visa est pnritas, et ritu solito eolennis cod- 
suetudo pcTBpecta eat, cum vidarent divima SacrificiiE nee mutaCuiu quic- 
qaam aec additunn. Ibid. 

i Nibilque enper eo ponator, nisi capsn com Banctorum Reliqniis, at , 
quatuor Evnngelin. De Disc. Ecdes. 1. 1. cap. GO. [p. 52. Lip«, IB40.] 
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the altar, but a chest coutaiiiing the relics of the saints, and 

the four Evangeliiitg. Aud this cooBtilution lU'emeth to forbid 

tiic placing images od the altar," saith Bnluzius upon that 

Mnon : " and this," saith he, " B(>eins also to have been the 

•entence of the French CoUDcil held at Tours," a.u, 567- 

And therefore in the old form of Synodal Admonitions, which 

was read in churches by the deacon after the Gospel : one 

•dmonitioii is this ; " that nothing shall be placed on the altw, 

but the chests and relii.'s, or {>erhaps the tbitr Qospela, or the 

vyt, with the body of the Lord for the riaticum of the sick."' 

But in the two new forms of admonition published by Balimus, 

the last of which is used at preeeiit in the Romish Churrfi, the 

admeiiition runs in these words ; " let nothing be placed upon 

die altar, hut reUcs, and things sacred and fit for the sscri- 

[ &e."'t' The introduction of images upon the altar, making it 

I tecessary to make this alteration in their admonition. Even 

I la like manner as the defalcation of the etip in the I4th and 

\ 15th centuries, made it necessary to change the old form of 

I «dnionition, in which they warned all the faithAil " to come 

to the communion of the body and blood of Christ, at Cbrist- 

I, Easter, and Whitsunday,^ into that now extant in the 

[ new. and only inriting them "to come to the communion of 

the bodyof Christ,"^ By which, and by an hundred instances 

of a hke nature, we may leam how impossible it is for them, 

who have made that the present practice of their Church, 

. wliich was forbidden by, and was detestable to their forefathers 

to innovate in any matter, or alter the received customs of the 

church ; and what a goodly argument is brought from the 

present customs, traditions, doctrines of the people of that 

Chiuvh, to prove they always held the same doctrines, and 

practised the same religious rites. 

§. 5. Moreover, when images began to be admitted into the 

churches, and by some superstitious people to he adored, the 

. Fathers of the Church, both by their words aud actions, 

I idiewed their dislike and abhorrence of it. It was the custom 

* Nihil ponatnr, nisi capEtc etreliquiic, ant forle quotuor EvBDgelia, aul 
pjiJB cum coqiare Domini. Adm, Antiq. apod. Bditz. Ibid, p 603, 

t Et deaaper nihil pooatar nisi reliqaia, ac res saerffi, et pro Sacrifido 
jpportunffi. Adm. Nov. p. 007, 611. 

t Omnin tideleg ad conimanioncin corporis eC eaDgninis Damini EUieederc 
■dmODEre. Adm. Antiq. p. 6tt5. 

^ OiDTiPB (ideles ad communioneai corporiE Dgmini noatri iiivitare. 
Adnion. Nov. p. 609. Admon. p. 613. 
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of some Christians to pay some outward civil worship nnto 
the images of their Christian emperors, til! they themselvei 
forbade it. This Jerome taking notice of, doth plmnly, in hii 
coniment on the prophet Daniel, condemn and reprehend, 
aaying, " whether wc call it a statue, or a golden image, the 
worshippers of God ought not to adore it i* let the judges and 
princes of the age, who adore the statues and images of the 
emperors, understand, thnt they do that which the Three 
Children refusing to do, pleased God. And here the propriety 
of the words is to be noted ; they soy, that gods are to be 
worshipped, the image to be adored ; neither of which is to be 
done by any servant of God." 

When the Manicbees, upon occasion ministered by some 
rude and superstitious people, had charged some Christian 
churches widi image-worship, St. Austin, writing of the 
manners of the catholic Church against them, directly severs 
the case of those rude persons from the approved practice of 
the catholics. "Do not,"f saith he, "mention to me such 
professors of the name of Christ, as either know not, or keep 
not the force of their profession ; nor the companies of rude 
men, which either in the true religion itself are superstitious, 
or so given to their lusts, as that they have forgotten what 
they promised to God." Then as an instance of those super- 
stitious persons, he adds, that " he himself did know many 
who were worshippers of tombs and pictures : but how vain, 
how hurtful, how sacrilegious these men are, I have purposed 
to shew in another treatise. Now this do I admonish you, 
Mauichieaus, that you cease to speak evil of the catholic 
Church, by upbraiding it with the manners of those men whom 
she herself condemneth, and seeketh every day to correct as 
naughty children."^ These things St. Austin speaks of 

• CultorM Dd eam adorare non debent ; ei^o Judices et Principes 
seculi, qui imperatorum »tatUB9 adnront et imagines, hoc ae fucere intelli- 
gant, quod tres pueri facere noleaCes plauueruat Deo : et DOtanda pro- 
prietas, Dbos coli, imaginsm adorari, diiunt ; quod utrumque servis Dd 
non coQveDit. In Dan. 3. p. 256. [vol. 5. p. 63S.Veron. 1736.] 

t Nolite milii colligere profesBorea nominis Christiani, nee professionia 
euie vim aoCnaenUs, aut eihibealea, nolite conucCari tnrbaa imperitorum, 
qui vel in iipa vera reli^ne saperatitioBi nut. De Morib. E«:l. Catb. c. 
34. [vol. l.p.713. Par. 1673.] 

t Novimultoi euesepQluhromaiet picturarumadoratores. Ibid- None 
vol Qlud admoneo, at aliquando EccleEiiB CatliolicEB maledicere desutii, 
vitnperBodo mores bominum, qnoii et ipsa condemnat, et qnoi qnotidie 
tanquaui malog Slioi corrigere studet. Ibid. 
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I 854 THE woBsniF or the cuubcb op bouk. 

I those wbo were professors of the name of Christ, and dhildrea 
' of the Church. They therefore rtumot be euppoaed worship- 
pers of heathen idols, such heatbenuih ^ermnB being never 
owned as (.:hristian8 by the Church of Christ, but etiU rejected 
u her enemies, and nublicty rondemned by many of her canana 
and deerees. Nor ooth St. Austin aay, these persons wor- 
shippeil pictures with divine worship, or that they esteemed 
Uicm as gods. Had he conceived this to have been tbdr 
!, he would not hnve saiil, that in the true religum th^ 
were superstitious, but rather that thev were mere heatheniui 
idolators : the second Niccne Council* having told us, that 
ne\-er any Christian man did give lalria to an image. Nor 
ran it reasonably be conceived that many who professed the 
name of Christ should be such sots as to believe an image 
nade by their own hands, could be the Great Creator of the 
world, the Maker of the very man that made it, and of that 
▼eiy metal which composed it. 

Moreover, St, Austin here requires the Manichees, not to 
upbraid the Church of Christ with the practice of these naughty 
children, whom he calls worshippers of pictures, they being 
only a rude multitude of superstitious people ; of such as either 
did not know, or did not answer their profession ; such aa the 
Church condemned, and still end eavonred to correct. Had then 
8t. Austin, and all good Christians of his age been themselves 
worshippers of pictures ; had he behered that the doctrine and 
tradition of the Church of Christ required all good Christians 
to give them honorary worship ; would he so generally, without 
distinction or exception, have condemned all worshippers of 
pictures as superstitious, rude, and ignorant of what Chna- 
lianity required ? Would he so fully have declared that the 
Church of Christ condemned, and did endeavour to correct 
them for it? Would he have charged the Manichees with 
great injustice ; for imputing picture-worship to the Church of 
Christ, and not have given some of those limitations and dis- 
tinctions with which the second Nicene Council, and the 
Bomish doctors do so much abound, to put a difference betwixt 
the avowed and constant practice of the Church, and what 
both he and she condemned in these worshippers of pictures ? 
St. Austin therefore must be a very dolt, or else must here 
demonstrate that the Church of Christ did, in his time, con.' 




- OiSiic rSv iiiri riv adpavi'v XpiuTiavaiV av^pvjriuv n 
Tfivaiy. Act. 6. [atsapra,] p. 417. 
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fxne all picture-worship to be superstitious, Bud opposite to 
the profession of Christi&nity ; and that which she coademiied, 
and did endeavour to correct in those that praetiaed it. 

§. 6. And as those Fathers 90 expressly declared against the 
doctrine of the second Nicene Couatnl, before they had decreed 
it ; so afterwards, from the eighth to the fifteenth century, it 
vas expressly contradicted and rejected by the most eminent 
persons of the Western Church. 

In the same century it was condenmed by the Council 06 1 
Frankfort,* consisting of three hundred bishops, aa hath been 
shewn already. 

It was condemned in the same century not only by Albinus, or 
Alcuinus, tutor to Charles the Great, and scholar of venerable 
Bede, who wrote a hook against the second Nicene Couucili 
and that assertion of it, that imageaf ought to be adored, con- 
futing it from holy Scripture ; but also by the princes and 
bishops of the Church of England, in whose name that book 
was sent to Charles the Great. 

It was condemned m the ninth century by the Council held 
at Paris, a.d. t^2'l. It was hi the same centurj^ declared to be 
falsely called a Synod,J because it decreed for image-worship, ' 
bv Hincmarus UhemeuHs, by Ado Vienuensis, and by Begina 
Abbas Pnimiensis. 

It was condemned also by Agobardus, bishop of Lyons, who 
was made bishop by the consent of the whole clergy of that 
nation ; for in his book, yet extant against this image-worship, 
Jie declares amongst many other things already cited from him, 
thus : " Let no man deceive, let no man seduce, or circumvent 
himself. Whosoever adores anypicture, any molten orgraven 
statue, he doth not worship God, or honour angeb or holy 
men, but he venerates idols. "§ And yet BaluziusH and Sir- 

• A.D. 794. 

j- Contra ijuod scripsit Albinus epietolam, ex authoritate diTinamm 
Scriptnraium mirabiliter dictaUm, illaniqne— in persona epbcoponim et 
principum noaCrurum, rcgi Francomm attnliC. Uaved. Ann. part. I, 
F. 232. B. 

J PBendo-Synodua. L. contr. Hinomar. Lnudon. c. 20. [p. 93. Lut, 
Par. 1G15.] Chtoti, ab A. 792. ad An, 794. 

§ Nbido ae failiit, — qoicnnque aliqaam pictaram, eel fuailem, si™ duc- 
tilem adarat atatuam, noD Si^bet culCum Deo, nan honorat Angelos, Tel 
tioininBi MnctoB.sed simulacra Teneratnr. Sect. 31. 

|| Kgo crediderim .^goba^dulu scripsisse, quod omneB tom in Gallia, ut 
etiam a Sirmondo obsertatum eat, scDticbont. Bal. Not. in Agob. [nt 
supra, vol. 2.] P- SB. 
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mondns do in^niioiiiily conffM thnt Agobnrdus hath writ onl^ 
thnt which the whole Church of France did then acknowledge. 
Papiriu.s Masaoniis, who nbridged hiir, saith, " That he did 
manifeallv detect the errors of the Greeks, (i.e. the Nicenc 
Council) concerning images and pictures, denying that they 
were to be adored ; which doctrine alt we CatLolica approve, 
and follow the testimony of Gregory the Great concerning 
them,"* which, as you have seen, was this, that images were 
neither to be broken, nor yetadored. 

"The German and French churches,"t saith Cassander, 
" afler the Conncil held at Frankfort, moat constantly con- 
tmued for some ages in that sentence which they received from 
the Church of Rome," viz. that images were neither to be 
broken, nor yet to be worshipped. If for«onie ages they must 
assuredly continne in it till the eleventh century ; and that 
they did so, is evident from the Chronicle of Hennannus Con- 
bactus, who styles the second Nicene Council a false Synod, on 
the forementioned account. Chron. ad a.d. 794. 

Thnt the Germans continued of the same mind in the 
twelfth century, is evident from the plain words of Nicetas 
Coniatea.J who saith, " that then among the Ahnains and 
Armenians, the worship of holy images was equally forbid." 

That the French Church was still of the same mind, is 
eyident from the eontinuator of Aimoinus,^ who plainly sailh, 
tiiat " the Fathers of the Nicene Synod otherwise decreed con- 
cerning image-worship than the orthodox doctors had before 
defined." And from the collection of decrees made by Ivo, 
bishop of Chartres, who declares the judgment of the Council 
of Eliberis to be this, " that picture3[| ought not be worshipped, 
but that they only ought to be memorials of what is wor- 
shipped," and cites the paasage of Pope Gregory to that effect. 

Ill the same century, Simon Dunelmensis, an Osonian 
doctor, and Roger Hoveden their professor, both assert, that in 
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•liqnot aeculU perduraront. 
Par. 1616.] 

t Quippe spud AlemannOB et Armenios S, Imaginiiin adoratio aqne in- 
terdicta est. L, 2. de Imp. Aug. An^l. p. 199. In qua Synado de Ima- 
gioibus adoruidis, alJCer quam Orthodoii pacros antes diffinierant, 
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the second " Nicene* Synod were many things contained, 
■which were inconvenient and contrary to the true faith ; and 
that in the aaid Council was estabhshed a decree that images 
should be worshipped ; which thing the Church of God wholly 
abbors." And here let it be acted that in these writers we 
find not the least hint of a distinction between due and undue 
worship of a holy image ; or betwixt worship which the 
Church of Christ allows, and which the Church abhors ; hut 
imagines adorari dehere, that " images should be worshipped," 
is declared to be the doctrine which God's Church abhorred. 

In the fourteenth century, Robert Holcot, professor in 
Oxford, most plainly asserts, that "no adoration is to be given 
to any image ; nor is it lawful for any man to worship imBges."-f' 
And Mattliew of Westminster condemned the decree of the 
second Nicene Council, asHoTeden bad done before him. Ad 
A.D. ;93. 

In the fifleenth century, Gerson, J Chancellor of Paris, saith, 
" We do not worship images, and that they are forbidden to 
be worshipped ; that the second commandment forbids us to 
bow the body or the knee to them, or to worship them with 
the affection of the raind." 

And Gabriel Siel, an Oxonian doctor, teacheth, that then 
" some of their doctors held, that any image is not to be wor- 
shipped, either for itself, as it is wood or atone, nor yet con- 
sidered as a sign or image. "§ And that " the Christian futh 



• In quo, proh dolor ! mnlta inconvenientia et »ene Fidei c( 
reperielrantnr, maxime quod pene omniom onentaliuin doctorum anHoiini 
assertiotie canliriuatum fuerit ; imagines adorari debete, quod omoiiio 
eccleais Dei eiecratur. Hoved. Ibid. Dunelm. ad A. 793. 

t Idfo aliter potest did, quod nulla adorHtio debeCur Imagiui, nee licet 
aliqusm Imaginem Bdorare. — Quia autem [iropter Imaginem Christi eid 
tamur ad adorandum Christum, et coram Ima^ne adoraCiuueoi DOBtrain 
facimns CbrUto; ergo diciCur Urge loquendo, N, B. qood Imagiaem 
adoramua. In Ecclun. Lect. 158. c. 13. Vide Reliqua. 

X Omnino prahibeutnr lieri ad hnno, viz fioeni, nt sdorentor et 
c^Iantur ; unde sequltur Deque adorer, neque colas ea ; ad adonmdum igltur 
et colendum prohibentarlmagineB fieri. Sequitur oon adorabis Deque colea ; 
inter quie sic diatiogae, nou adorabisi sc- veneralioDe eorporis, ut izjcli- 
nando eis vel genu-Bectendo j neque coles, sc. affbctione mentis. Comp. 
Theol.inEiplic. 1. pneoepti. torn. 2. p. 25. [par. 2. p. 53. Par. 1606.] 

§ Qood lera Christiana rcligio Imagines anstinet in Eccleaia, et Ora- 
toriis, nua permittit eo Sue, at adorentnr ipsce, eed at gdelinra msnCei 
per earum inapecCiunes exdtentur ad reverentiam et hanoRir' , 

■ " ' * cngnitionera record 
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rnits tlitmi to be reserved in the Church, not that they mtj 
worehippMl, but that the minds of men may be prcited to 
give reverence to them whose images they are ; and that this 
they eaid arcordine to Pope Gregory. 

In the siiteejith century, Fcrus,* n learned preacher at 
MentK, saith that " Images arc tolerated in the Church, that 
they may admonish, not that they may he worehipped ; £h 
otherwise they can admit of no eicnse." 

Yea, n t'oimcil held at Mentz, i.D. iD-iil.t during the ses- 
won of the Trent Council, speaka thus : •' Let our pastors 
arcurately teach the people, that images are not propounded 
to be worshipped or adored, hut that by them we may be 
brought to the remembrance of those things wluch 'wc onght 
profitably to call to mind." 



CHAP. V. 

Againit tkig prttended tradition of the tecond Nicene CtmHeS, 
it it farther argued, \. Beeaute the Jews, though svolow 
for the observance of the law of Moset, and generally be- 
lieving that it forbade the hating, and much more the bote- 
ing to an image, did never, for the fee fret eenturie* 
condemn the Chnstiam for this practice, as aftennardswhat 
images began to be received into churches, and adored, thef 
alvays did, §. ] . %ndly. Became the Apostles, and mte- 
ceeding Fathers, who ansieer all the other tcrvplet of Me 
Jews against the Christian faith, speak not one v)Ord M 
answer to this great objection, that it allowed of image- 
worship in Imposition to the second commandment, ^ 2. 
'Srdly, Becavse the evidence of truth hath forced mow 
teamed writes of the Romish Church to confess, that tie 
Primitive Church had no images, or did not adore them, 

felices sunt— mibi videtur dicendnm, ijuod neque sdoro Iius^em Chrirti 
qiualigniUD. nee quia Tmngo \ ned adoro ChrUtoin coram Imagine Cfaristi, 
qaia scilicet Imago Chriiti exciUit me ad amandum Christain ; hie moda 
loquendi originem ndetm* trahere ei dicta qaodam B. Gregorii Serosa 
epiacopOi etc. Et qojdem, quia eoa adorare vEtnisscfl omoiiio landamuA, 
fre^Bsc vero reprchendimos, etc. In Can. Miea. Lect. 49. F. 127. 

» Imagines in Ecclesia id™ tolcrantur nt ndmoneant, non ot colBntW. 
aljoqnin omnino excneari possont minime. In Act. Apost. cap. 7, p, 9j, 

t Can. 14. [call. 41.] [ut aupia, vol. 14. p. fiSl.J 
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§. 3. From thU Biactmne, these four thingg are inferred; 
1. That the Councila received by the Church of Rome aa 
gei^eral, are not infallible interpretert of Scripture, or in- 
fallible guides in matteri of faith, §. 4. 2ttdly, That the 
second Nicene Council hath imposed that on Chriiliana, at 
a tradition of the Church of Christ, which teat not so; and 
therefore vox deceived, and did deceive in matter of tradi- 
tion, §.5. 3rdly, That Roman Cat holies do vainly boast 
of the consent of Fathers on their side, §. 6. 4thly, That 
the doctrine of the Church of England is much safer in this 
particular than that of Rome, §. 7- 

MoBEOTEE, that image-worship was no doctrine dehvered 
to the Church of Christ, either by writing or tradition from 
the Apostles, that it was not practised in the first ages of the 
Church, will be apparent from the deportment of the Jews 
towards the Christians, and the conaideration of what they 
thought of the erection of images in tlic place of worship, and 
of the adoratiou of them. 

§. I. And, (1.) we know that even the beheying; Jews wero 
zealous for the strict observance of the law of Moses, and 
were much offended at St. Paul, because thej apprehended * 
" he taught the Jews to forsake the law of Moses, and not 
to circumcise their children, or walk aiter the customs at \ 
their fathers." 

We are also informed by Euaebiusf and Snlpitius, that this ( 
zeal continued among the Jewish Christians for a con3iderabl& i 
time after the death of the Apostles, niz. till the destnictioB j 
of the city by Hadrian, For " till that time the bishops of 
Jenisalem were of the circumcision ; and almost all who be- 
lieved in Christ, did yet observe the law." 

The sect of the Ebionitea:^ and Nazarenea continued till the 
days of Jerome ; they were dispersed throughout the Churches 
of the East, and were stiff assertors of the obligations of the I 
law of Moses i and held,§ that "men were to be saved by 
the observation of it." 

■ Aot» »ii. 20. 

i Tnin poeae omnea Christum Deum aub legia observadone credebut. 
Sulp. 1. 2. c. 45. [p. 99. LugJ. But. 1643.] Enseb. Chron. 

t Ep. ad A.Dgiiiit. contra Psnit. [Apad Augost. codEtb Faust.] 1. 19. 
c. 18. [Auguat. Op, vol. 8. p. 323. Pat. lOBIS.] Orig. contra Cola. 1. 2. p. 
5G. [lol. 1. p. 3S5. Pat, 1733.] I. b. p. 272. {Ibid. p. 625.] 

I Eaaeb. Hint. Ecclea. 1, 3. c. 27. [p. 99- Far. 1659.] 
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3. We koow, th&t in the judgment of the Jews, who liTed 
kbout our Saviour's time, aud at^r, nothing was more detest- 
able, Dothing was more repugnant to the law of Moses, than 
the admitting of an image in the place of worship, much, more 
ihe " bowing clown to it." 

They constautly declared to Pilate, upon occasion of the 
Roman eagles, that* " they could not permit any image to he 
placed in their city :" and thatt " their law was violated." by 
the little images of Ceesar annexed to the Roman standards ; 
and that " they would rather die than endure them there." 
They tell Petronius, that " it could not be permitted to h*Te 
the unage, either of God or man, in their most sacred temple, 
or elsewhere," They persuade Vitellius not to come thither 
with them, "because it w«b not suitable to the laws of their 
coonttT to see an image brought into it." 

And they declared to Hert^, son of Antipatcr, J that " what- 
soever they endured, they would uot suffer the images of men 
within their city." 

3. Certain it is, that for a long lime no Samaritan, or Jew, 
ever objected to the Cbristiang their violation of the second 
commandment; or at least pretended to be scandalized at their 
defection from this law of God. No single instance of this 
nature can be produced from all audquity, till after the fifth 
century, when images began to be admitted iuto churches^ 
provided that they were not worshipped. Then was it that 
the Jews began to caU the Christian churches, upon that ac- 
count, " Batle aboda tara, the houses of idolatry." And 
from that time they have not ceased to object to them the 
violation of this law, and to profess that they were scandalized 
at it. 

In the second Nicene Council, Germanue, patriarch of Con- 
stantinople, confeaseCh, that§ " upon this account the Jews 
did often cast reproach upon them ; and that the Saracens did 
the same." n 

• Oviiv yifi &lio<iiiv iv rp viXd ltiKi]\ov TiStaSai. iaseph. HatMk- 
1. 2. c. 14. [c. 9. vol. 2. p. 167. Amat. 1726.] 

t 'Etti JcaroXiiiTti twu vojiiav 'loviaiKuv litavbiv Troirjaiv Airayo- 
piiovros fifiiv roB vdfiod. L. 2, c. 8. [Ibid.] 1. 18. c. 4. [.^rohieol. 1, 
18. c 3. Ibid. vol. 2. p. 167] 1. 2. c. 17. [Halos. 1. 2. c. 10. Ibid. vol. 2. 

P-l^"-] ... 

El Eal ravTa <diceTev oifrrd, /i^ #'[»»' I'tovas 6y9auiiraiv iv TV 



Archa^l. 1. 18. c. 7. 1.1 

^ Oir vvv fiovov, aWd xai Tro\XaKi{ 

)ya-/ov lis iyiiiiafiiv. AcC i. [ut n 
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lis Epistle to him, adds, tliat* "if any one do 
le this image-worship of idoUtry, he is one who catamniat^ 
after the manner of the Jewa." 

In the fifth action, a Jew is introduced spealdng thus :"|- 
" I believe in a crucified Jesus, who ia the Son of God; but 
I am scandalized at you ChriEtians, because you worship 
images ; whereas the Scriptures every where command ns not 
to make any graven image or similitude," 

" The Christians are to be reckoned idolaters," saith R. 
Kimchi,J " because they bow down and adore the image of 
Jesus of Naaareth." 

Fahianua Fiogus,§ a Jewish convert, informs ng, that "the 
Jews dispute after this manner : God, in the Decalogue, writ 
with his own finger, hath commanded that no kind of image 
or similitude should be made, &c. but Christians make and 
worship images, they therefore violate this precept : this," 
saith he, " is an undoubted thing among them, and therefore 
they call the Christians worshippers of idols." 

Joseph, king of Cosri, is said to prefer the Jews before the 
Christians,!] " because the latter bow themselves to the works 
of their own hands." 

Had therefore the first Christians received a tradition from 
the Apostles to adore images, and had all Christians practised 
suitably to this snppoaed tradition, both the believing and the 
unhelieving Jews, being such zealots for the observance of the' 
law of Moses, and professed enemies of images, and of the 
adoration of them, must have been scandalized at it. We see 
that they were very much incensed against St. Paul^ for 
teaching, "That the Gentiles were not obliged to observe their 
law;" they would not endure him, unless he also would "walk 
orderly, and keep the law." If then St. Paul and St. Peter, 
as Pope Uadrian** avers; if the rest of the Apostles, as the ' 
second Nicene Council saith, had taught and practised this 
image-worship, so flatly opposite to their law, and therefore 
execrable to them, this must have stirred up their indignation 
against St, Paul and Peter much more than their assertbg, 
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• EI TIC 'lovSamui 
'EKicXjim'p. fibid.] p. 

t I.tavia\iKoiia< £t lis i;*3e, A Xpi 
viiTi. [Ibid.] p. 356, 357. 364, 348. 

i Dr. Pocock, Not. MtBCell. p. 322. 

i Catechism, c. 33. p. 6B. B. || Bnit. Prsbt. ad Cosri. 

i Acts Hi. 20. " Apnd 2. Nic. Cone, [ntmpre,] p. 
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Uiat the cemnonul Uw did not obl^ the Gentilea^ could 
twve doue. 

It is surely difficult to conceiTe, that they who thought 
their Ihv so highly violated hy framing the picture of a man, 
or of an esfcle, and nould rather die than admit of them, be- 
cause they held they were foibi<tden by their law, shoold 
either, being Christians, continue zealous to assert the obliga- 
tion of that law, and yet admit the doctrine which did oijoin 
theiD both to franip and worship images ; or should, conti- 
nuing unbelievinK Jews, nerer accuse the Uhristians of a crime 
BO execrable in tneir sight, nor digsuade any Christian trmn 
complying with this great violation of their law. 

§. 2. Yea farther, had this practice or tradition obtained in 
the days of the Apostles, or the five following ages, the 
Apostles and primitive Fathers would hkely have endeavoured 
to remove this scandal from the Jews, and to return some 
answer to an objection so very obvious ; for their prejudice 
against image-worship being greater than against any other 
thing, they bad the greatest reason, upon the supposition of 
Buch a practiee of tfae Christians, to labour to remove it. And 
yet we find not that St. Paul, iu his Epistles, writ partly to 
satisfy the Jews, that dreumcision was not to be iutpnsed upon 
the Gentiles ; and partly to warn the Gentiles not to hear 
the yoke of Jewish festivals and ceremonies ; or in that ptu-- 
posely designed to teach the Jews, that the priesthood being 
changed, the ceremonial law must also change together with 
it i or that St. Peter, or St. James, in their Epistles to the 
dispersed Jews, take the least notice of so great a prejudice, 
or spend one word to reconcile the Jew to this suppoaed 
image-worship. 

Justin Martyr, Origen, Tertullian, St. Cyprian, G. Nyssen, 
Epiphanius, St. Chrysostom, St. Austin, with many others, 
have writ on purpose to take off the objections of the Jews 
against Christianity ; and in these writmgs they have been 
very diligent in taking off the scandal of the cross, and prov- 
ing, that the Jewish festivals and sabbaths were aboliahed; 
and that their laws concerning circumcision and sacrifices 
were abrogated ; but they spend not one word to shew that 
Christians were exempted from that precept, which forbade 
" the bowing down to any image, or simihtude ; " or to excuse 
that worship of them they are supposed to have practised, or 
to declare, as doth the second Nicene Coundl, that this com- 
mandment only forbade the worshipping of idols, or of images 
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as gods, or to ^ye any other satisfaction to the Jews in this 
particular. 

The Apostles and Fathera do jointly labour to remove the 
scandal of the cross, and to convince the Jews, that it waa 
reasonable to worship him who was crucified upon it ; but 
they aay nothing to remove that which was a greater scandal 
to them, as the confessioQ of the Jew now mentioned doth 
assure ua, viz. " the worship of the cross, and of an image, 
which was the work of their own hands," Tbey tell the 
Gentiles, that no man had reason to condemn them tor not ob- 
serving the new moons and Jewish sabbaths, but gjve them 
not one item that they had no reason to coadenm them for 
making and adoring images. 

The whole New Testament,* which takes especial notice, 
that the Jews abhorred idols, gives not the least distinction 
hetwixt an image and an idol, nor the least hint of any of those 
evasions and Umitattons, by which the Church of Rome now 
finds it necessary to reconcile her practice to the second com- 
mandment ; nor of those espoacioos or retortions used in the 
second Nicene Council, to refute the clamours of the Jews. 
Wh^ch is a full conviction, that the ancient Church had no 
such doctrine or practice, which could make it necessary for 
them to fiy unto these Bomish ahifls and subtleties. 

§. 3. To conclude: the sufii^e of antiquity is so very 
clear, the testimonies of it are so niuneroos, and so convincing, 
that they have forced many learned persons of the Church of 
Itome, mgennously to coufess, either that in the primitive 
Church they had no images, did not regard them, or that they 
paid no veneration to them, but rather disproved and con- 
demned it. 

" The universal Chnrch,"f aaith Nieholaus de Clemangis, 
" being moved by a lawful cause, viz. on the account of them 
who were converted from heathenism to the Christian faith, 
commanded that no images should be placed in churches." 

" The worship of images, J not oidy they who were not of our 
religion, but, as St. Jerome testifieth, almost all the ancient 
holy Fathers condemned for fear of idolatry," saith Polydore 

" Rom. ii. 82. 

t Statuit olid) univena Eocleiia, ut nullES in templia imagmeB pone- 
rentnr. Ub. d« Nov. Celcbrit. p. 151. 

t Qaem non modo noetne Rellgionis experCes, swl teste RieroD. omnei 
ferme veteres saitcti Patres damnabant, ob nietnm IdololatriiB, De 
Invent. Rcrum, I. 6. c. 13. 
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■Virgil ; where the opposilioa of these holy Fathers to othen, 
BOt of our religion, and the mentioD ot' Pope Gregory among 
them, shews the vaniiv of what the Jesuit Fisher saith,* " that 
Polydurc speaks this of the Fathers of tlie Old Testanteat, not 
of the New." 

" This surely I cannot omit," saith Giraldua, " that as the 
ancient Itomans, so we CliristiaDs were without images ia that 
Church which is called Primitive, "f 

" The bishops, in these times of persecution," J saith Men* 
'doza, " little thought of images of saints ; they abstwied from 
them for a while, lest the heathens should deride them, and 
■hould conceive that Christians worshipped them as gods." 
All these are witnesses against the second Nieene Council, that 
the practice was not apostoUcal, universal, and primitiTe. 

What opioion the Fathers had of this practice, these follow- 
ing persons will inform you. 

Petrus Crinitus stuth that " Lactantius, TertulUan, and Terr 
many others, with too much boldness did affirm that it belonged 
not to religion to worship any image."§ 

■ " Even to the days of Jerome, who died in the fifth 
century, men of approved rehgion,"]! saith Erasmus, "would 
not suner any painted, or graven,- or woven image, no not of 
Christ himself." 

" It is certain,"^ saith Cassander, " that when the Gospel 
was first preached, there was no use of images for some tiine 
among the Christiana, as it is evident from Clemeua of Alex- 
andria (who flourished at the close of the second), and from 
Araobius," (who flourished at the beginning of the fourth 
century.) 

And again, " How much the ancients, in the be^nning of 
the Church, abhorred all veneration of images, Origen alone, in 
his hook against Celsus, shews."** 

" Apud White, 242. 
. -f Nos dico Chriatjanoa, nt diqnando RomanoB, fimse Kne Imaginibos 
in primitiva, qus vocatar, Ecclesia. Synlagm. I. I. p. ]4. 

X SKvisslmiE hie temporibua de Simctorum imai^bus ne cogitimnt 
qnBCopi— abninebatit ad tempaa. De Concil. Eliber. I. 3. c. 5. [Labbc, 
Concil. vol. 1. p. 12.10. Lut. Par. 1671.] 
i DeHon.DiacipliD. 1. 9. c, 9. 
I Erum. vol. 5. Symbol. Catech. p. SS9, 

^ Certnin eat, initio prwdicati E'VSDgelti, Hliquanto tf mporE inter Chris- 

pnEBcrtim in Eccledis, liDagioum oanm uoa liiiGBe. Comalt. cap. 

■'■•'■ ii.974.] 
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And a third time, "Truly it is tnanifeat, from the diacourso 
of St. Austin on the cxiiith Paalm, that in his Bge, the use of ] 
carved images or statues was not come into the Church."* 

Lastly, he adds, that "in the days of Gregory the Great I 
(that is, in the sixth centnry^, tliis was the mind and doctrine ; 
of the Bomish Church, that images should be retained, not to 
be adored or worshipped ; but that the ignorant should by 
them be admooished of what was dooe, and be provoked td 
piety. That the Roman Chureh did equally condemn the • 
adoration and the breaking of images ."f 

" That the second Nicene Council, aa far as it determined i 
for the adoration of images, was, by the general consent of the i 
Fathers of the Council of Frankfort, condemned and rejected^ > 
as being a determination which was repugnant not only to the 
holy Scriptures and the ancient tradition of the Fathers, hut 
also to the custom of the Roman Church." J And, in a word, 
that " it were to be wished, perhaps, that our predecessors (bi>, 
those of the Church of Rome), had continued in that old doc- 
trine of their ancestors ;"§ to wit, that images neither should 
he broken nor adored. 

" The corrupt custom, and false religion of the heathens,"!] 
saith Cornelius Agrippa, " hath infected our religion, and hath 
introduced into our Church images and idols, and many barren 
pompous ceremonies, none of which was found or practised 
among the primitive professors of Christianity." 

And now, from what haa been discoursed in these chapters, 

Inference !• §. 4. 1. That the Councils received by the 
Church of Rome, as the infallible proposers of their faith, 
namely, the second Nicene Council and that of Trent, have 
erred, and have imposed a false interpretation of that precept 
which doth command us " not to bow down to the similitude 

* Sane ei Aagnstino coiutat, ejus KtAte eimalacrorum ngam id Ecoleuii 
noD fuisse, p. 195. Ibid. 

t QuEE fuerit mena et sententia Romans Ecoleaiie adhuc (elate Gregorii, 
!i9tia ex eJDB Scriptis manifestam est, Tiz. id?o hnberi Pictaras. aon qnidBm 
Dt colaatar eC sdoreatur, etc. p. 171- [Ibid. p. 976.] Consuetndo 
R^jmaas EccleEiffi ponter confracCionem st odoTHtioaem improbat, 
p. 171. 

t GrEcea Ula syoodns, qua parte ImagiDeB adoraadas ceoGebat, damnata 
fait, ut qtue — consuetudioi Romanse Ecctesi^e adversarentnr, p. 172. 

$ Fortasse optandnm esaet, u( majares nostri hue luqae in prisca illm 
maJDruoi suoruDi Benton tiaintegre per«tiCUeeat, p. 173, 179, 180. 

{] De *aa. Sclent, cap. de Imag. 
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of anything in heaven or cwth," and therefore they are fitlady 
Wii to be infallible in iiisttera of faith or true int^pretera of 
hotv Scripture. 

And indeed, whosoever seriously irill consider of thoee S^p- 
res which we produced, either by this whole Council, <w by 
Pope Hadrian, with approbation of this CoimciJ, or ofl^«d t? 
some members present, or coutaioed in some of the citatioBi 
produced by tbera for the having images in Christian cbnichGe, 
pr fur the giving adoration to them, will find them so appartatly 
perverted and horridly impertiueut, as that he will be forced to 
question not only the infalUhility, but even the common wisdom 
or discretion of those men who hod the confidence to use them 
to these purjioses. For, 

1 . John, the pretended vicar of the three Oriental Patiisrdia, 
with, that Jacob* " wrestling with him, saw God face to faet,'' 
which yet can do no service to the maker, or worshipper of 
images, hut by supposing with the old heretic, called AntkrO' 
pomorphite*, that Ood hath face or features like a man. 

Leontius, bishop of Neapolis, sailh, " If thou accusest me 
for worshipping the wood of the cross, thou must accuse Jacob 
Jbr blessing wicked and idolatrous Pharaoh /'t which instance 
will be only pertinent when it is proved that Pharaoh was an 
image, and tJiat blessing is an act of adoration. 

Pope Gregory II. saith, that "when Moses desired to 
behold an image or similitude, lest he should be Tuis t- a kpn 
in the vision, be said to God, Shew me thyself manifestly, that 
I may see thee,"J but this doth not prove that Moses desired 
to see an image or material likeness of God, or that God shewed 
him any such similitude. 

Gennaaus, bishop of Constantinople, argues for images after 

this mamier, "lu the book of Numbers, the Lord speaks to 

MoKa, saying, Speak unto the children of Israel, and bid them 

make themselves fringes in the borders of their garments, and 

put upon the fringe of the border a ribbon of blue ; and it 

shall be unto you for a fruige, that you may look upon it, and 

I remember all the commandraents oi the Lord, and do them. 

^^^1 Now if,"§ saith he, " the Israelites were bid to look upon these 

^^^B fringes, and remember his commandments i much more ought 

^^^P we, by the inspection of the images of holy men to view the 



Act. 4. [nt supra,] p. 200. t Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 239, 240. 

Cmn figuraoi yellet, ant amulacfmn Tidere, ne tarte erraret, orabot 
Deum dicBiis, Ostende mihi tdpaum maniteBto, nt le ndeam, ribid.7 p. II. 
} Act. *. [Ibid.] p. 304. 
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ead of their conversation." Anit yet there seems to be some 
little diSerence betwixt a fringe and & graven image, betwixt 
remembering God's commandments "to do them," and to 
break them. 

Pope Hadrian finds in Isaiah, a prophecy concerning Gospel- 
images, as clear as the nose upon your face ; for, ecce signum : 
" lu that day there shall be an altar to the Lord in the midst 
of the land of Egypt ; and a pillar at the border thereof to the 
Lord, and it shall be for a sign."* 

He also finds the sweet singer of Israel harping oft upoa the 
same string, and prophesying of images to be adored in the 
Gospel times ; saying, " The light of thy countenance, sig- 
natum eel super nos, is signed upon us,"t Psalm iv. S. 

And again, " Lord, I have loved the beauty of thy house, 
and the place of the tabeniacle of thy glory," Psalm xxvi. 8. 

And a third time, " Thy face, Lord, will I seek," Psalm 

And a fourth, " Even the rich among the people shall en- 
treat thy face," Psalm xliv. 12. 

And lastly, in those words, " Honour and majesty are before 
him ; strength and beauty are in his sanctuary," Psalm 

And what can be more evident for image-worship than these 
texts, which do so plainly mention the face and countenance of 
God! 

Theodo^us proves, that we Christians must Lave holy and 
venerable images ; because it is said, " Whatsoever things 
were written, Eaa xptypo^ij, aforetime, were written for our 
learning ; wherefore the venerable images being written upon 
wood and stone, and metal, must be for our instruction, "J 

Away with those ignorant fellows who can derive the pictures 
of Christ and his Apostles no higher than St. Liike and 
Nicodemus ; this Theodosius finds them among the writings 
of the Prophets, as clear as the noon-day ; see irpoiypaij)^, 
" they were engraven aforetime," even before Christ's human 
nature, or his Apostles had a being ; and had it not been thus, 
we Christians had been void of hope, for "these things were 
written, that we through comfort, nuf ypn^ii', of these pictures 
might have hope." 

• Quemadmodam Esaiaa propheta vatieiuatas est. Act. 2. [Ibid.] p. 110, 

t Mognopere TulCum qus secuadum humanitnCis ipsius djapeasaCioiiem 

adorari pramonuit, inquiens, etc. I Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 213 
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Thpj have all found it in the book orCanticles, or somctbing 
which mnkn far it ; for there it la most appositely said, 
" Shew me thj face, and let me hear thy Toice ; for thy voice is 
■wect, and thy couateuance is eomelv." * And in that of the 
Psalmist, " As we have heard, bo have we seca," Psalm 
xlviii. 8. 

" Ezekiel's temple was made,"t say they, " with chembims 
and palm trees ; ao that a palm tree waa between a cherub, and 
■ cherub ; aiid every cherub had two faces ; so that the face of 
a man was toward a palm tree on the one side, and the face of a 
young lion toward the palm tree on the other side ; and tha» it 
was throughout the house round about." So that it seemed to 
them to have been an iicuXiioi; or a house of ima^ry ; and 
yet should you aak them where this temple was built, or what 
eiisteace had these cherubims, but in the vision of the Prophet, 
it will puzzle their infallibihties to answer you. 

Lastly, They ai^ue from the author to the Hebrews, J thus; 
" Verily the first covenant had also ordinances, and a worldly 
sanctuary i there was a tabernacle made, in which was first the 
candlestick, and the table, and the shew-hread, which is called 
holy ; and after the second vail, the tabernacle, which is called 
the holiest of all, which had the golden censer, and the ark 
of the covenant overlaid round about with gold ; wherein waa 
the golden pot that had manna, and Aaron's rod that hudded, 
and the tables of the covenant, and over it the cherubims of 
glory shadowing the mercy-seat. If then," say they, "the 
Old Testament^ had cherubims shadowing the mercy-seat ; let 
UB have images of Christ, and of his holy mother, shadowing 
the altar ; for because the Old Testament had such things, the 
New received them. This," eay the Synod, || "ia the truth." 
"This," say the princes, "ia the commaudof God." But why 
did they not conclude also for another ark and mercy-seat, 
another tabernacle, a golden censer, and a pot of manna, seeing 
it was but saying, as in the case of images they do, " because 
the Old Testament had these things, let us Ohristians have 
them too," and it infallibly must he so? And tell me now, 

• Act. S. [Ibid.] p. 40B. Cant. ii. 1*. 
t Act. 4.,irbid. p.] 197- 1 Ibid. 

§ 'Eav 4 TiXaii (Ix< X^P<"'/^'f i '"' Vl^"t ilxavas too cDpiov, kbJ 
Tije a-fiac ScoTStav, sal tAv ayiuv aiirov ffo/uv, tiiTaaKtvaZoit«{ 



Til IXain-qpiov. [Ibid.] p. 200. 
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can any one who reads these powerful demonstrations from, 
and excellent eKpoattions of the holy Scripture, douhtofthe 
truth of that which is ao oft asserted by this Synod, that 
" they were certainly assisted by the Holy Ghost?"* 

But to be serious : if all, or any of these places, have any 
strength to prove that images should be set up in churches, 
or adored by Christiana, why do not any of their writers use 
them to that end 7 If they do not, why may not they be 
taxed with weakness, who use such proofs as none but the 
most undiaceming; persons could produce, and which their 
beat friends are ashamed of 7 

Inference 2, §. 5. Hence it is evident that the second 
Nicene Council grossly was mistaken in that determination and 
assertion, so frequently repeated in that Council, that image- 
worship had been delivered to them by the continual suilr^e 
and approbation of the whole Church of Christ ; and was the 
tradition of the whole Church catholic, even from the times 
of the Apostles, 

And consequently, that this Council hath been actually 
deceived in matter of tradition, as well as in her interpretations 
of the holy Scripture ; for whereas it is frequently there said 
that this was the constant doctrine and tradition of the holy 
Fathers of the catholic Church ; the opposition is not greater 
betwist light and darkness, than betwixt the assertions of the 
Fathersi and the determinations of the Council. For, 

I. The Fathers of that Council do pronounce Anathemaf 
against all persons who take such places of the holy Scripture 
which are spoken against idols, as spoken against holy im^cs, 
i.e. who says the second commandment forbids the worship, 
not of idols only, hut of holy images. And so they do pro- 
nounce Anathema against Justin Martyr, St. Clemens of 
Alexandria. Origen, Tertnllian, St. Cyprian, St. Austin, Theo- 
doret, Fulgentina, Agobwdus, the Councils of Constantinople, 
Frankfort, and Paris. 

2Ddly, The Fathers of the same Council pronounce Ana- 
thcmaX against all persons who say, " that the erection of 

• Act. 3. [Ibid.] p. 157. Act. 7. p. 5B0,581,_58&, 

\ Tole li:\aii^avovtli rdf r^c Suae ypo^^f fl^TftC. Tit^ rnr' tifiJXiuv, 
tit ''<i; amrdi I'lxova^, avo^ffin. Act. 1. [Ibid,] p. 57. 4. p. 317. &. 
p. 389. 7. p. 576. 8. p. 592. 

X ToTc iiyovai Sm^oKtxfit juOaZtiac ifiioipa rijv ruv licdvuv 

[Ibid.] p. S7. 

VOL. VII. 2 II 
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iaui^ ie the invention of the dpvil, and not the tntditioii of 
the catholic Chnrch :" ttnd so they do pronounce Auathemk 
agaiuat Clemeiu of Alexandria, St. Ambrose, Theodotns, 
Atnphilochius, St. Jerome, and St. Chn-»oston), Agobardos, 
Bincmarus, and the three forementioned Councils ; nho all 
declare, " tiuit this was no tradition of the catholic Chnrch." 
And against Clemens of Alexandna, Tertullian, Lactantios, 
EuBcbius, Theodotus Ancyranus, and the whole Couucil of 
Congtatitiuople, who say expressly, "that image-tnaldng or 
image-worBhip was the invention of the devil." 

3rdly, These Fslhera do pronounce Anathenia* " to alt wlio 
violate, break, or disbononr sacred images ;" which Eptpbanius, 
SertnuB, and all the Fathers of Constantinople did ; aud " npon 
all that knowinely communicate with them, who contume- 
Uoualy speak of them, or dishonour them." 

Now seeing all the Christians of the fourth century did 
certunly communicate with ^iphanius ; of the sixth centun 
with Serenus ; since all the Fathers mentioned in my seconfl 
chapter, do in their sense dishonour images, they in effect pro- 
nounce Anathema against them all. 

4thly, They pronounce Anathemaf "against all persons 
who detract from, or who speak evil of their sacred images." 

Now Muce the Fathers have declared concerning imaE;es in 
general, that they are " worse than mice and worms ; that 
fliey are " the invention of the devil ;" with many other things 
of a like nature, mentioned chapter the second ; they must be 
all obnoxious to this Anathema. 

5thly, They pronounce Anathema I"agaiust all who do not 
call them holy and aacred images ;" that is, againt St. Clemens 
of Alesaudria, Origen, Lactantius, Eusebius, and others, who 
have declared, that they cannot be sacred ; and that they are 
men of impotent spirits and lame minds, who so esteem them. 

Gthly, They denounce Anathenia§ " against all those who do 
not worship images, or who doubt of, or who are disaffected to 



vfipiZmint tal iri/iAKoiiai rif aurrAt i 
p. 317. 5. p. 389. 7. p. 576. 

f TdTc ^aiTfiffiDvm' tit TieTi/ila^ aal otvrdc itsivac, itnidtua. 
Act. 4. [Ibid.] ip. 317. S. p. 369. 

i Uipi ruiv icpHv iltivav iriBToiiii^a, tai oiioXayavpev, cal lipdc, 
■ai iylas airic arataXovniv, Kai 6 fifl oEruc ^iyw", ^irriu iviAtaa- 
4 ayla Yivolat tJirlv, iarai avaii/ia. Act. 4. [Ibid.] p. 212. 

{ Tolc liij rporicvi'Buiri rdj ayiaQ tai aiirrac lUovao avaSipa. 
Act. 1. [Ibid.] p. SI. 7. p. 581. 
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the worship of them." Now this Annthema, if what is hpre 
produced csnnot be refiited, must certainly be pronouncecF 
against the bleased Apostles, and all the Christiana of the first 
five MDturies. 

Lastly ; Whereas Origen declares. " ttat the first tiling 
which Christians taught their converts, was the contempt »S 
all images j" the Fathers of this Synod pronounce Anathema* 
to all "who do not diligently teach all Christian people to 
adore the images of all good men from the beginning of the 

§. 0. 3rdly, Hence also may be seen how vainly and un-. 
justly Roman Catholics do boast of the consent of Fathers on 
their side, and say, that they e-epound the Scriptures accordii^ 
to that sense which they received from the ancients ; it being 
evident, from what hath- been discoursed, that in their esposi- 
tion of these words, " Thou shall riot make to thyself tlie 
nmilitude of any thing in heaven or earth, &c. thou shalt not 
bow down to them," they do embrace a sense which no Father, 
for the first six centuries, did ever pot upon them ; and do 
reject that sense they generally did impose upon these words. 

§. 7- 4thlT, Hence I infer, that the religion of the Church 
of England is, m this particular, much safer than that of Rome : 
for if image-worship be not forbid in this commandment, never- 
theless we only do neglect that practice which their best writers 
deem indifferent ;t which no Jew ever did perform to any 
patriarch or prophet, nor any Christian for 600 years to any 
apostle, saint, or martyr, and which no Seriptore hath com- 
manded i and 30 we only do neglect to do tluit, which neither 
example of the ancients, nor any precept, doth commend to 

* Tolc ^4 SiSatlKovaif iirijitXv^ iravTct tov ftXoxptorav \a6v 
nfOBKVvtTv, jcai iatral^nrSai rAg acjTTdg, tat lipdc Jtai Ti/iias lUovac 
TravTitv ruiv ayiur Taiviir' aiwvoc Tif Biif ibapinrijadiiriaii, araSifia. 
Aet.1. [Ihid.Jp. 61. 

t Illnd late conatituendam. Images, a enrum per ae genere eBse qua 
a/liafopa DOminiintur, hoc Bit, (|UIE ad Balutem omnuio nacejearia Don 
suDt, nee ad Eubstantiam ipaam religiotus atdneat, aed in potestate sunt 
Eccleaiie, nt ea vel adhibeat, vel ablcget pro eo atque saCius ease deiM«verit. 
Petiiv. Theol. Dogm. torn. 5. 1. 15. cap. 13. eect. 1. 

Ea est hujiuce miBerrinue disBetiaionU aiat«ria, niac qua, aicul multU 
videiur, ealia per tidem, epem, et cbaiitatem incunctanler, et in hoc aeculu 
et in fuhiro, aaliari poteat Eccleaia, qaorum sensua, et eententia talis est, 
quid (idei, spei, et charitati abesae poCuia«t, ai Imago nulla toto orbe ler. 
rarum picta vel Beta (oisMC. Epiat. Eugenii, p. 2. Act. Synod. Paris, 
p. 130, 134, 
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our practice : whereas if image-norehlj) should be hero forbid 
to U8 Christians, wliich, to apeak roodestly^, seems highly pro- 
batile, the Church of Rome must pracdse and etijoin that 
norahip which provokes God to jealousy, eihort and force lier 
members to perform tliat worahip, from which Crod doth exhort 
them to abstain, " lest they corrupt themselres :" she most 
enjoin that action upon pain of her displeasure, and of the 
wrath of Gud, which he commands us to avoid, " because he 
is a jealous God;" she must imprison, and cut off hy exeom- 
munication, and by the sword, Christ's servants, because thev 
wilt not, by doing lliat which God so frequently aiid so direetlj 
hath forbid, incur the hazard of his wrath, who saith,* ■* If ye 
rupt yourselves, and maki! a graven image, or the likeness of 
any thing, I call heaven and earth to witness against you thia 
day, that yc shall soon utterly perish :" and it is easy to 
determine which we ought moat to hex, the wrath oi God 
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A DISCOUHSE 



SECOND COUNCIL OF NICE. 



THE PUBLISHER TO THE READER. 

Upon sight of a book lately published, called " The 
Fallibility of the Roman Church demonstrated from the mani- 
fest Error of the Second Nicene and Trent Councils," Jfec. I 
thought the labours of this author might have been thereby 
preyented : but upon perusal of both, I find them ao con- 
sisteot, that had our author seen that work (as he had 
not), be would have found no just reason to have laid aside 
this design, or treated of it in another order than he haa 
observed. For the design of the former is to shew, "that 
the Church of Rome and her Councils have actually erred, in 
making the worship of images a tradition of the Apostles, 
and to have been received by all Cliristions Irom the begin- 
ning :" and this that author has effectually done by producing 
the undeniable authorities of the Fathers in this matter from 
age to age, and shewing the repugnancy between them and 
the decrees of these Councils. But this book solely appUes 
itself to the second Council of Nice ; and after an historical 
narration of the occasion, and the characters of the persons 
chiefly concerned in it, doth further, trom the acts of it, dis- 
cover the mistakes, impostures, and falsifications : and bow at 
last it was of no authority, and though received as a General 
Council by the Church of Rome, doth in many instances no- 
toriously contradict it. But though this book doth not in- 
trench upon the former, but rather with it make one complete 
book, yet there are some things, which it was not so consistent 
with this author's design to enlarge upon, that may be met 
with in the other. Wliich, together with the other references,' 
the reader will find for the most part noted in the margin, aa 
he goes along. 
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'4 THE vruBaHlP ur the chukcb of jlohe 

THE PREFACE. 

TilB reli^us vencratioD which is dow by the Bomu 
Church said to be due to images, cutnot be grounded upon 
Scripture, because it was eipresslj forbid in the Old Tests- 
ment, and ia not once roentiooed to the writings of Chtiat and 
his ApoBtlea, who taught all men to worship God in spirit 
jnd iu truth : nor can it be derived from any universal eccle- 
■ustical tradition, because then (according to Liriuenais' rule) 
that tradition must have been held in all ages, and in all places, 
and among all Christians. But the primitive ChriatiBiifl, during 
ibe Ten Persecutions, had no images at all in their churches, 
U appears by the testmiony both of heathens and Chriatiaiu.* 
yrhc very use of pictures in churches was forbid by a Couadl 
in those ages :X and five of the first General Councils do not 
tp much as name them. After the Church began to Sourish 
io peace and plenty, we find images and pictures were fiiet 
VKd only to adorn the Christian oratories, and to keep in 
memory some history of Scrijiture, or some eminent acts of 
■aiuts and martyrs : but in Pope Gregory's time (that ia 
about 600 years after Christ), some superstitiouB people began 
tp adore them ; yet still they were reproved for so doing by 
that Pope and by others : however, as ignorance increased, by 
tlw irruption of the barbarous nations into Christendom, Has 
■upgrstidon increased also, and grew to that height, that the 
Smpcror, by the advice of his bishops in a Council at Con- 
■tuitinople, was forced to take away all pictures and images, 
to prevent that idohitry which was practised by the Tutgar. 
All this bemg done witiiout the consent of the bishop of Borne, 
he took very ill ; and after this Emperor was dead, and a 
woman, as tutoress to her infant sou, governed the empire ; a 
layman being hastily advanced to be patriarch at Constanti- 
nople, Pope Adrian chooses that lucky juncture to procure a 
Council to be called for the restoring images in the East. Now 
lest the great and venerable name of a General CooDcil (as 
they call this assembly) should impose upon any unwary 
persons, or give credit to the superstitious adoration of images , 
ndiich they first estabUshed by a lavr : I have briefly repre- 

" Lamprid. in Vit. Alexnn. 8«veri. 

I Minut. Felix, p. 92. Lactanthis de Morte peraec. cap. 12. p. 11. 
[vol. l.p. 199. Lut. Par. 1748.] 

1 Coiicil. Mb. Can. 36. Ann. 303. [Labbc, CuucU. vol. 1. p. <' 
Ut. Par. 1IJ71.] 
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sented this famous Council in its own words and sense, and 
shewed upoa what weak grounds they proceeded to make thia 
eatabhsbment : aud if 1 have any where mistaken the meaning 
of these doctors, it was not by design, but by reason of those 
many barbarisms in the style, and the frequent obscurity of 
the sense, which wiU plead my excuse to all that have read 
this Covmcil iu the onginal, I could easily have noted more 
mistakes, and have ur^ed those which are observed more to 
our adversaries' disadvantage : but we need not multiply in- 
stances, when there are a few ao full and plain, nor is there 
any occasion to aggravate those matters, which are exposed br ) 
the bare relating of tbem. It is certain that the most learoet^ 
and consequently the most moderate Homanists, are much ' 
ashamed of this Council ; and many of them wished and en- I 
deavoured iu the last century for a reformation in *h'<i point i 
but interest prevailed more than ai^uments, and so this proc- | 
tiee was established by a new decree : in obedience to whichi 
the writers of that side are obliged to palUate it as well al 
tbey can, and much artifice is used by their great historian* 
and the editors of their Councils, to make it seem a catholie 
tradition ; but they are so conscious to themselves that it ia ' 
not so, that they are forced to conceal very many things which 
would utterly confute that pretence if they did appear. For 
example, in Labbe's edition of the Councils, that part of the 
letter of Charles the Great to Offa is left out, wherein he men- 
tions the sending him a copy of this pretended General Coun- 
cil,* and both in Biniua'a edition and his, the collections of 
that famous assembly at Paris against images are left out, 
because (as the notes inform us) they smell of the heresy of 
the ancient Galilean Church, who would not allow adoration of 
images. Yet,t after all their policy in suppressing that which 
makes againt them, there is (praised be God) enough extant 
in Scripture and uncorrupted antiquity, to convince all disin- 
terested meu, that the use of images in religious worship, is 
not only a corruption of the original Christiau way of wor- 
shipping God, but also a manilest innovation. 
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(^ the Oceatian and Proreedingt of lAU Cmtneil. 

The ChristiauB hail continued for three centuriea without 
Miy imsj^s in tlieir places of worship ; and it was in the fourth 
agi?, when eome brgao first to adorn cburchCB with the his- 
turies of the Goepel, and the passions of the martyrs repre- 
«entcd iu pictures ; which weU-meant and innocent castom 
gave occasion to some igaortint aud superstitious people sfter- 
wards to sive too great rererence to them. And though many 
cmincut Fathers, and particularly Gregory the Great, bishop 
of itume, utterly disliked this, and declared these pictures were 
only placed in churches for memory and history, not to be 
adored : yet the vul)^ proceeded so far toward idolatry, that 
the very Jews snd Saracens were highly scandidiied at it ; aud 
divers pious Christian bishops advised the Emperor Leo 
Isaurufl (otherwise cnlled Icouomachus) mther to take both 
im^es and pictures out of churches, than to give occasion to 
superstition and idolatry,* by letting them stand iu those 
sacred places. Whereupon the Emperor writes to Gregory 
II. theu bishop of Rome, to advise with him about call- 
ing a General Council on this occasion ;t but the Pope opposed 
this fair motion, and wrote back an abusive and iU-penaed 
letter, which hindered not the good Emperor (heuig studious 
of the church's peace) from writing agaiu ;\ yet he obtained 
only a return like the former : which so provoked the Emperor 
that by the advice of his neighbouring bishops, he proceeds 
to the other extreme : and orders aU pictures and images of 
Christ and the saints to be pulled down, and defaceid ; and 
with the consent of the ecclesiastics, deposetb Gertnanus, 
patriarch of Constantinople, who opposed this order; and 
plnccth Anastaaius in his room. Pope Gregory, glad of this 
occasion to make his terms with the Western Franks, who 
were nearer and more likely to defend him, aud promote all 
the interests of his See, excommunicates the Eastern emperoi 
Leo Isaums, as au enemy of the Chnrch, and unworthy of 
the empire ; and persuades his subjects in Italy to pay him 
no more tribute, and to renounce his government aud au- 
thority. § Not long after this Gregory[| dies, being succeeded 



t Concil. Gtn. &o. eclitio Lab. p. 18. C. 
Vid. Spanhcmii Histor. loiflg. sect. 2. p. 71, ftt. 
\ CoucU. p. 3. D, U Au. 731. 



* nCAQES AND RELICS. 



377 



by Gregory III. who held the same principles, and carried 
Dn the same design : and Leo laaurus* dying, his son 
Constantiue VI. eummonly called Coprouymus, was the 
succesBor both to his empire and opinion. For which reason 
the faction of the Pope's side rebelled against their lawiVil 
sovereign, and proclaimed his kinsman Artabasdns, Emperor, 
excommunicating Constantine, and fortifying his royal city of 
Constantinople against him : but the rightful prmce gathering 
forces, set upon these rebels by sea and land, and conquers 
the city, taking Artabaadus the usurper, and many of his 
complices, whom he punished aa their treason deserved ; and 
for that justice is called a persecutor by the partial writers of 
that history. But Constantine being in peace,f calls a Synod 
at Constantinople ; J at which were present three hundred and 
thirty-eight bishops (the chief of which was Theodosiua, 
bishop of Ephesus), who by Scripture, antiqiuty, and reason, 
proved that images and pictures were not to be adored ; and 
esconiniuuicated such as worshipped them ; allowing the 
defacing of them to prevent idolatry. It is true, the Pope 
would not confirm those decrees ; but neither he nor his party 
were able to answer the arguments the v produced :§ and the 
Emperor punished such as would not obey the decrees of this 
Synod, but encouraged the propugners of them. Howbeit, 
a fever carries off Constantine ailsr he had reigned near 
thirty-five years, who was succeeded by his son Leo IV. 
called Porphyrogennetus,!! an enemy also to the adoration of 
images ; but he did little in that matter, being prevented by 
death, after a short reign of five years. The empire then 
descended on his son, Constantine, a child of ten years old, 
under the tuition of his motlier, the empress Irene,^ a woman 
scarcely to be paralleled for ambition, dissimulation, and 
cruelty ; and who at last deprived this her son of sight, 
empire, and life.** It is this empress, that, after her dissimu- 
lation in the time of Constantine, and her husband Leo, revived 
the cause of image- worship. To make way for which, Paul 
the patriarch, one of great esteem, must resign hisff chai^ 
(hut not with a recantation of his subscription in the former 
Council, for defacing images, as this of Nicenejt would have 

* An. 741. f An. 754. 

t Or the Henean Palace over agaiuBCCoastsntinoptc, on theAHian ihore. 
{ V. Spanbem. Hist. Imag. sect. 3. p. 170, 171, ISic- II An. 775.' 

ii Spanhem. p. 313, &c. "• An. 736. It Spaobeai. p. 326. 
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it.) ADii Tarasiiu, a Iavduui, aiid secretary to the Bmperar, 
uid a creature of the empress's, was advHoced into his room- 
But this crafty person seemingly refuses it, until it t*as 
yielded las before agreed) that a Geueral Council should be 
called for the adjusting of this matter. This accepted, Adrian 
the theu Pope, and it is said, the other patriarchs, weK 
lummoned to attend it. But aa to the other three,* it ia cer- 
tain, that if the letters vere sent, they were nev«r received ; 
or if received, there nere none of them then present in person, 
nor by their legates. And Adrian excused himself with great 
submission by letter ; but sends, as his deputies, PetCT, arch- 
bishop of St. Peter's, in Bome, and another Peter, abbot 
of St. Saba ; and the Council was summoned to sit at Ccm- 
stantinople. But when it was perceived that Adrian and the 
empress designed to restore images, the other party came in 
great numbers to the place, where the Comidl was assembled, 
and forced them to rise and disperse, almost as soon as they 
were set down. And their leal was so great, that the bishops 
durst not meet again of one vrbole year ; and ailcr that they 
were driven to as^mble at Nice in Bithynia, (where the first 
General Council had been held.) Being thus at last met ^ 
Nice, Tarasius, the new-made bishop of Constantinople, with 
the Pope's legates, and two monks representing the Eastern 
patriarchs, managed the assembly : and after the reading of 
the Emperor's letter {before they had proved their opinion 
intended to be catabhslied), in the first action they made divers 
bishops (who had signed the former Council against images) 
recant, and so restored them. In the second action they read 
Pope Adrian and Tanisius's letters for image-worship. In 
the third action they read Tarasius's letter to the JBaatem 
patriarclis, and their answers. In the fourth and fifth actions 
they attenipte<l to confirm the adoration of images, hy some 
kind of quotations out of the ancients ; and by anaweting 
some allegations to the contrary. In the sixth action th^ 
read the arguments used by the former Synod at Constanti- 
nople against image-worship ; and with them the Coundl's 
answer to the several paragraphs. In the seventh action ihCT 
make their decree for adoration of images. In the eight! 
and last action they make divers canons for ecclesiastical 
discipline, and write some synodical epistles ; and so the 
Council broke up at Nice, but adjourned to Conatantiaople, 

' Spaahem. p. 362, 372, &c. 
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where all that had been done was read to the empress and her 
sou, who confirmed their decrees ; as did also Pope Adrian 
afterwards. 

Now in the following discourse, we will first examine wh«t 
kind of persons they were, who first catablislied this doctrine 
and practice, and then observe what groiinda and reasons thtr 
went upon ; as also what regard was had to their detemu- 
nation in that, and the succeeding ages ; whie)i we will dia> 
patch with as much clearness and brevity aa the matter will 



The first patron of this opinion mentioned in the Conncil 

is Pope Gregory II. who writ two letters to the emperor Leo 1 
Isaurus, which are printed at the beginning of the Acts ; and 
we need no other character of liim, than we may select from 

these letters ; wherein be gives us a, specimen of his manners 1 

in calling the Emperor an unleamcd and thick-skulled man,* 1 
and upbraids him with his great stupidity ;f and yet the 

Emperor was none of his image-worshippers, whose dull, J 

simple, and gross minds (as this Pope saith) needed such r©. | 

presentations to raise them up to the things represented ; J I 

and history describes him as a prudent and discreet prince, j 

But Pope Gregory himself seems not to abound too much ia I 

ingenuity, for he describes a known heretic to be " one that ui I 

known to few, and not to many :"§ and he mistakes Bezaled 1 

for one of the tribe of Dan, who was certainly of the tribe of 1 

Judah.{| Yea, so little was he versed in Scriptnre, that he I 

takes Hezekiab, who broke the brazen serpent to pieces, to J 

have been the same man with his great grandfather Uzziah^ I 

who would have executed the priesf s office, though he begaq | 
to reign eighty-four years before Heaekiah,T[ A like instance 
of his infaUibiUty he gives, ia affirming that " David sanc- 
tified the brazen serpent, and brought it into the temple :"»* 

■ CoDdl-tom. Tii. p.lO. D. + IbM. p. 14. C. J Ibid. p. 14. D. 
f Ibid. p. 15. E. II Ibid. p. 11. B. Ejod. ml. 1, 2. 

H Ibid. p. 15. A. 2 CLran. uvi. 16. uul 2 Kings iviii. 4. 
•• Ibid. p. 15. B. 
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whereas it is well knona David was dead before the foundation 
of the temple was laid. Uis loyalty also bore proportion to 
his learning; for be tells us, "W prayed to Christ, that he 
would send the deril to take the Emperor :"* and this he 
fanned to be imitating St. Paul, in delivering the incestuous 
Corinthian to Satan, for the destruction of the flesh, that bis 
aoni might be saved. He argues notably indeed, that " Em- 
perors ought not to meddle with electuig clergymen, because 
bishops ought not to concern themsehes with the pnlace, nor 
dispose of royal dignitic9."t Yet the prefaeer to the Coonol 
tells us, "he deprived the Emperor of the government of 
Italy :"t and Zonaras saith, " he forsook hia allegiance to 
the Emperor, and made a league with the Franks. "§ And 
we may be confident he did not hold the doctrine of non- 
resistauce. For being very angry that the Emperor had 
ordered an image of Christ to bo demolished ; which he calls 
" breaking the Saviour to pieces ; || he challenges him to come 
to Rome, if he durst, and break the image of St. Peter, which 
all the Western kingdoms took for an earthly god ; threatening 
him, if he did, he would be reveDged ou him by his Western 
friends."^ If we woidd know more of this Pope, we may 
read that ridiculous book of Dialogues, from whence this 
Gregory was called the Dinlogist, which is falsely ascribed to 
Pope Gregory I, ; but the fables are so gross, and the style bo 
meau, that it is far more like to be the work of this patron of 
images. 

As to those bishops who sat in this Council, the Acts do not 
speak them to have been any great clerks. Tarasius, the 
patriarch of Constantinople, had lately been a lay-courtier, 
and yet was the chief orderer (if not the president) of this 
venerable assembly.** Pope Adrian at first, it seems, thought 
him unfit to be a bishop ; but when he joined with him in 
image-worship, he then consented to his election.-H" Yet they 
who made him a bishop, could not make bin i a divine ; as 
appears by hia arguing, "that it is the same thing in doc- 
trines to err in a little matter, as a great ; for by either of 
them the law of God is disannulled." J J By which inasim, 
Papias's thousand years reign, and St. Cyprian's opinion of 
re-baptizing heretics, would be as great heresies as those of 



• Ibid. p. 27. B. t Ibid. p. 26. D. 
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AriuB and Macedoniua. And perhaps it waa upon this bi 
principle that he elsewhere affirms, "Taking money fori 
ordioation, or simony, is as great a heresy as that of Mace* J 
donius, who denied the Divinity of the Holy Ghost."* Onef 
of their authors, here quoted with applause, hath this sinewy l 
comparison, " Even as he that affronts the Emperor's imaM^.fl 
is pmiished as though he afFronted the Emperor, though 3»> fl 
image be wood or coloured wax ; even so he that diBhonounr-f 
the image of any man, dishonours him whose figure it is,* J 
which is ideia per idem." That bishop was uo deep Rabbi«' f 
who being to prove that a man who had sworn to the " 
that he would not worship an image, was not obUged to kee^fl 
his oath, cites Zech. viii. 17: " Ve shall love no false oath j".J 
and thence notably infers, " our false oaths are therefore not»1 
to be heeded, being of no force. "J John, the legate of the T 
Oriental diocese, had but very small skill in the Oriental ] 
tongues, or else he would not have erred so very grossly in the- ' 
etymology of Israel, which he says signifies "the mind-seeing 
God."5 And if the whole Council joined in making that au- 
to the former Synod against images, they were much 
" ' blessed Virgin Mary was by nature 
Whereas she confesses, and all men 
a high grace and special favour in God to choose 
■" " > ■ £■ ■ ■ doubt they perceived 
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overseen in saying, " The 

the mother of God. 

know, it 

her for the mother of his Son 



the ignorance of bishops in that age, when they made a canon 
in this very Council, that "he who was to be promoted to a 
bishopric, should be very well acquainted with his Psalter, that 
so he might be able to instruct his clergy in it ; and that the 
metropohtin should strictly examine whether he were suffi- 
cient to read the Canons, the Gospel, the Epistles, and the rest 
of the Scriptures (which were then and there in the vulgar 
tongue) discreetly and not imperfectly."^ We cannot doubt- 
leas but have a mightj respect for doctrines brought in by 
these bishops, since our age hath school-boys better qualified; 
and we cannot but pity those learned men, who are now obliged^ 
to defend what mere ignorance then produced. 



■ Ibid. Act. a. p. 630. E. 
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Of the falathaod ofdirert poMaget in tAu Cotmeif, 

Though the want of learning in guides of souls be a great 
defect, yet want of iutigrity is a greater ; but there are manr 
evidences in this Council, that the bishops there assembled 
wercu votdof sbcerity and truth, ss they were uf Icaming 
•ud judgment : for Pone Gregory, in hJs letter,* and tlte 
Council do af&nn,f " tiiat they bad no hope nor trust in 
images :" yet trhen Uosilius cornea to recant, the Council mnkes 
him declare, he ■' reverently adorea the relics of the saiiUB, 
hoping to be partaker of tlieir saiictification,"t and the whale 
Council saith the sanie.^ Doubtless also those citiEe.ns uf 
Borne mentioned with honour, had some hope in the image of 
Sjrnicon Stylites, since thev are said to bare set up this imagp 
0D every shop-door, seeking protection and safety to them- 
R^ves:|| yea, tlie Council saith, "we salute and embrace 
images, hoping to partake of sanctification by them."^ Tara- 
■itis, the patriarch, (leclarea, " they had received images for 
lifti:i}t up their minds, and helping their memories, and for 
procurin<; some holiness from them."*" And iu the HtipcndJx 
to this Council, it is affirmed, that " Christians, by affectionately 
adoring and saluting the cross and other images, are made 
partakers of their sanctiflcation i"tt which shews their pretence 
to have no hope in them, to be a mere sham, and a downright 
imtrulh. 

Tarasius saith, " If it be asked why images do no miratJes 
now, as they were wont to do of old, we must grant," saith he, 
" that they do none ;" and he pretends to give this reasoD for 
it, " because that age had no infidels in it,"IJ though there 
were thousands who did uot believe images were to be adored ; 
and so ueeded miracles to convince them. Germanus also, his 
predecessor, almost one hundred years before, speaking of his 
own time, saith, " We must not admire there are no such 
nuracles now, as were related to have been done by images in 
ffarmer times, lest we should doubt of the miraculous gifts of 
the Apostles' days, since no such are now^ven."^^ This 
seems a full confession, that for almost an hundred years 

t Act 6. p. 411. B. 

% Act. 6. p. 42. E. 
^ Act. 6 p. 491. B. •• Act. 8. p. 639- B, 
tJ Act i. p. 223. C. « Ibid. p. 315. A. 
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before this Council no miracles were done by images ; nnd yet 
in contradiction to this confession, tliere are innumerable 
stories told and approved in this Couiiral, of miracles wrought 
before images ; and many of them pretended to be done in, 
and since the time of Germanus ; yea, some of them but a 
short time before the Council : such as the Sicihan bishop's 
report of a woman dispossessed by an image at Rome, and the 
Eastern legate's remark upon it :* and the story of Manzo, a 
hishop then in the Council, who pretends to have been cured . 
by addresses to an image the very year heforc.t with that im- 
probable relation of a Hagarene's eye put out by an image, in i 
revenge for his putting out its right eye, said to be done but 
two years before. J Now either the two patriarchs, who grant 
there were no miracles of this kind in their time, or these 
relators, must needs speak falsely ; but it is more probable the 
histories told for the credit of images are falsehoods, than the 
ingenuous confessions of two zealots for them, in a case which 
lessened their credit ; and therefore the Council of Frankfort 
justly charged them with citing apocryphal stories and ridicu- 
lous fables, to justify their error.^ Yet upon the credit of 
these fictions, they argue for image- worship. 

Pope Gregory had bragged in his first letter, " that the sis 
foregoing General Councils had delivered this doctrine of image* . 
to Uiem."|| But when the Emperor affirmed he could find 
nothing in those Councils concerning them, the Pope, in his 
answer, plainly supposes there is nothing in them about 
images ;^ and therefore I wonder how he could prove that 
false assertion of his : "that bishops of old carried images with 
them to Councils. ** In like manner the Council pretends, 
" the tradition of images did not begin at the sixth General ( 
Council, but had been ever since the Apostles' preaching :"t1" ' 
yet they are so inconsiderate, that without any proof of tha , 
Apostles' times, they, in the very nest page, cite the eighty- i 
second canon of the sixth Council ; which expressly declares, j 
" that in former rime Christ was not pictured in human form, 
but represented by a lamb :" and they ordain, that from ' 
thenceforth it should be lawful to picture our Lord in bmnan i 
form, without any mention of adoring that picture of him ;JJ | 
which testimony (though they triumph very much in it, and 'I 

" Act. 4. p. 215. D. & 21B. A. t Ibid. p. 25B. D. I 
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urge it three times) makes really agaiiist them, and declare, 
that ailoring images of Christ, is so tar from being an Apos- 
tolical traditioD, or a doctrine of all the six General Coundla, 
that till this last of the six (which nas uut one hundred yean 
before this of Nice) it was not used nor allowed to picture or 
carve Chrijjt in the form of his humanity. 

The Council which forbade the adoration ofim^es, blamed 
snch as worshipped them, for iniagining a thing made with handa, 
to be God, and calling it by the name of Christ,* The 
Niceae bishops answer this, by sayitig, " Christiana do notcill 
venerable images by the name of God. "t But then I would 
know, what religion Pope Gregory was of, who calls the image 
of Christ by the name of " the Saviour "X and the Counol 
reekouB Severus for a heretic, for saying, " the images of dores 
hanging over the altar were not to be ctJled the Holy Ghost," 
Yea, they labour very earnestly to prove, " that the image of 
Christ agrees with him in name, though not in substance ;"$ 
and affirm, that his image "ought to be called by bis name:"J 
yea, John, the legate of the Eastern patriarch, openly sailh, "he 
that adores an image of Christ, doth not sin," if he affirm 
" this is Christ the Son of God."^ And if this be not calling 
images by the name of God, 1 know not what ia. 

These patrons of images do more than once brag, " that all 
the bishops and priests of the east and west, north and south, 
had agreed to anathematize such as opposed image- worship :"** 
and nothing is so common as for the packed assembly to call 
themselves the Catholic Church.ft But let it be considered, 
that not long before, a Council of three hundred and thirty- 
eight bishops (that is, within twelve of the number now 
assembled) had coadeomed the adoration of images in the 
east 4 J and Pope Adrian, in his letter read in tMs Nicene 
Synod, affirms, "that all the people of the east had erred (as 
he miscalls it) before Coustautine and his mother Irene began 
to reign,"§§ which was but about seven years before ; and it it 
plain there were but few of the bishops who had condemned 
image-worship, who recanted in this Council of Nice. And 
the party was so strong at that time in Constantinople, that 
they forced the Synod to break up, and defer their meeting a 
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whole year ; after which time they removed to Nice, for fear 
of riolence from the numbers which were against images;* 
which party, within a few years after, preTailed with this very 
Constantine to revoke the constitutions of thisNice^eCo^ncil.^■ 
As for the West and North, we shall in due place make it 
evident, that in France, Germany, and Britain, this Council 
was utterly rejected as no Gieneral Council, and of no authority 
at all, though it was confirmed hy the Pope. Insomuch that 
the Franks' objections, which Adriau rephes to, say, "these 
Fathers did rashly and unwarily anathematize the cathohc 
Church, which worshiped no images ;" and do observe, " that 
they should first have inquired what was the sense of eveiy 
part of the Church iu this matter:"! wherefore their brag of 
universal consent in notoriously false. 

Again ; nothing is more common with them, than to mince 
the matter and say, " they retain images only for history and 
commemoration ;"§ yet they made the bishops who recanted, 

Erofess, " they did embrace and salute images, and give them 
onorary worship;" II and they also determine, " wemustsaluto 
and embrace them, and give them due worship or adoration :"^ 
and to make all sure, the Pope's legate causeth an image of 
Christ to be brought into the Council, and all of them were 
humbly to kneel before it, and adore it, as a confirmation of 
their opinion and decrees.** 

This Nieene Synod very magisterially reproves the former 
Council, which coudemned uaa age-worship, for seif-fiattery, and 
for taking upon them the title of a General Council, and styling ' ' 
themaelvesFathersof the Cathohc Church:"!^ yet they who had ' ' 
forsaken the faith and practice of the ancient Church, and 
differed at that time from the greater part of Christians, do at • 
the beginning of every action, call their assembly an holy and 
General Council ;tj and every where ascribe to themselves the 
title of the Catholic Church : nor can there be vainer flattery 
found any where, than one of them gives to this despicable 
Council, m an oration made at the close thereof :§§ so that they 
who could see a mote in their brethren's eye, did not, or would 
not, discern the beam in their own. 
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InipcroT of Constuitiiiople, whi'^es him to restore 
images, by iiromising him great prosperity, uid many triumptis 
over the barbarous people ; aflirmiiig, " that Charlca the Great, 
of Frauce. by obe\-iDg his ailmonition, aiid fulfilliog his wiL in 
all things, hJM subdued «11 the barbarous nations of the Wtsi, 
and brought them under bis command:"'' which manifetc 
falsehood could pass nowhere, but at so great b distance *s 
Constantinople. For tt is neU known Charles the Great did 
not obey the Pope's monition, nor fiilfil his will in this wij 
point 01 images ; hut called a Council to rondemn these decreej 
of Nice, and sent hJa objections agtunst them to Rome ; which 
Hut poor Adrian hard to it, to patch np something that might 
look like an answer to those objections. "Wherefore bis 
prosperity was not the effect of his zeal for image-worship, nof 
of his reverence for the Pope's authority. To conclude ; whit 
credit can we give to a company of men, who make no acmple 
to say and miaay ; to affirm the greatest falsehoods, and deny 
the plainest truths ; yea, and contradict themselves to serve an 
interest, and to please the Pope, and the Empress Irene. 



Of theiy proo/» for Image^worskip taken out of koly 
Scriplvre. 

When a Pope writes in a doctrinal matter, andaGenerd 
Council ajjproves the epistle, a man might expect most scctuvte 
and infallibiet expositions of Scripture : for if the infallible 
interpreter do not with a Council expound infallibly, who can t 
But in Adrian'sletter read and ratified, the adoration ofimages 
is proved from Scriptures that are notliing to tliat purpose : 
for he quotes Heh. xi, 21, and tells us, " Jacoh worshipped oa 
the top of his staff;" which be expounds of Joseph's staffj 
adding, " that it was not the staff he worshipped (take lieed 
of that), but him that bore it, to whom he shewed this respect 
and love:"t but if the place be searcbeil, there appears 
nothing hut that Jacob worshipped God ; and being aged and 
hifirm, could not how dovni without leanbg over the top of 
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Again, from God's commanding Moses to make two chera- 
bims over the mercy-seat (though he expressly forbid the 
Jewa to worship the hkenesa of any thing in heaven above; 
and thoi^h these chenibims never were worshipped, nor so 
much as seen by that people, being behind a vail in the most 
holy place), Pope Adrian imers, Christiausmay make and adore 
images,* though they have no command, as Moses had, to 
make them ; and though they are forbidden, as well as the 
Jews were, to worship them. Tbe logic of which inference u 
very notable : and yet this topping proof of Scripture is dted 
over and over in many places of this eminent Comicil.-f- The 
rest of hia proofs from Scripture are these : " Honour and 
majesty are in hia presence," Psol. \cvi. 6. "Thy face will 
I seek," Paal, xsvii, 8, "The rich among the people shall 
entreat thy favour, or pray before thy face," Psal. xlv. 12. 
And " Lord lift thou up the light of thy countenance upon us," 
Psal. iv, 6. J All which places he most impertinently apphea 
to the worship paid to the images of G!od and Christ ; whereas 
they are spoken by David, with respect to the Jewish way of 
worshipping God in the temple, the place of his especial pre- 
sence : so that they who came thither, are said to be before 
God, or by an Hebraism, before his face. But it is well 
known that uo image of God, nor shape, was ever set np there ! 
so that if coming to a temple to worship God, without an 
image or visible representation, be the same thing with coming 
to a church to worship God with and by images ; then this 
iiifalhble interpreter of Scripture is a good expositor of all 
these places. 

A httle after, John, the Eastern legate, grossly abuseth that 
exceUent prophecy of our Saviour's incarnation : " mercy and 
truth arc met together, righteousness and peace have kissed 
each other," Psal. kxiv. 10, by applying it to the agreement 
between Adrian and Tarasius, and the embraces which justice 
(that is, the Boman Church) gave the Empress Irene (that is 
peace );^ the wit of which flattering allusion will not excuse 
the blasphemy of the apphcation. 

In the fourth action, the whole Council makes a great show 
of proving their doctrine by Scripture : and yet they can find 
nothing there, but first, the command to Moses to make the 
two cherubims :[| which we have shewed is not at all to the 
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EurpoH. Sccundlv, they tell us, "Moses heard k rmee S 
ptweea tlic clierubims, when he went tu cousult the 
Numb. Tii. 89. But ilid Ma»es worship the chcmbims 
tlo they hear the voice of the Lord froio their dumb inuf. 
If nut, why do they cite this place ? Thirdly-, but they nqtj 
" Exckicl had a vision uf a temple adorned with cherubinu a^ 
polni-lrees," Ewk. il. I. If any real conscqitenpe can i" 
drawn from tltis ima);iiiaTy t«mple, it is oiily this, "dl 
churches may be adorned :'* but how doth this prove tk 
images arr to be adored ? The former we grant ; but it is 4 
latter which they were to prove, and shoidd have ahewed] 
that Ezekiel kneeleil to, kissed and prayed to those cherubil 
and palm-trees, and they had said somethiaa. FoortU 
Ihcy give us St. Paul's description of the old tAberoaid 
"in which were the cberubims of glory, and the mercy-ae 
Hcb.ix,reasoniugfromtheuce, "thatastheOld Testammt 
cherubiiDs over the mercy-seat ; bo that under the New Ti 
ment there must be images of Christ over the altar."* 
reply ; if it were so, still we might argue, *' that as in the 
Testament tbey did not adore those cherubims; Bounder 
New we must not adore these images.'* ilut indeed there 
no consequence can be drawn from what was in the old tabM 
nade, to what must be in Christian churches ; for then «9,l 
must have bloody sacrifices, mid many other abrogated rito^.l 
And St. Paul in that very place affirms, " those were ^nnd 
for the time present, ver. 9, imposed on them until the timei 
reformation," ver. 10. Yea, his ailment suppoaes a nug^' 
difference betwixt their carnal and our spiritual worship : 
that this proof also is wholly impertinent. And can tl 
imagine such thin and insignificant inferences as these ahoi 
balance a plain commimd of the moral law ; which expreai 
charges us to make no image of any thing to worship it J "" 
golden wedge vrill weigh down all their consequences, if 
could rake together ten times as many abused places as til 
have here done. 

Who can sufficiently admire the deep reach of Theodori 
a bishop in tfais Conned, Who proves the worship of imagea 
that place of St. Paul, Rom. 3V. 4 : " Whatsoever things w 
written aforetime, were written for our learning ;''-f- fijr 
notably observes, " that lioly and venerable imagea, a 
pictures as well as materiid writiug, are for our learning," I 

" Ibid. p. IM. A. B. f Act. p. i. 2U. A. 
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doth St. Paul bid us adore these old writings ? doth he enjoin 
U3 to offer incense, gifts, and prayers to them ? No doubt, com- 
mon writings, such as Livy and Tacitus, were written for our 
teaming ; and so are the old earrings upon Roman arches, and 
tie pictures of profane history ; but I hope it doth not follow 
we are therefore to venerate or worship these. As for the 
historical use of pictures, we da not deny it : but we cannot 
allow that was any part of the Apostle's meaning here, where he 
speaks of Old Testament examples, which God left in writing, 
not in painting or in carved work ; and he took writing to be 
the far better way to instruct us. 

Leontius Cyprius, who lived not above 200 years before this 
Council, is cited here with applause : where he adds a long 
passage (as it were in Scripture), to the history of Joseph's 
coat being brought to Jacob, saying, " He kisaecf it with tears, 
and laid it on his eyes ;" not loring or bououring the gar- 
ment, but Joseph by it : whence he would prove we must 
shew the love and honour we have for Christ and the martyrs, 
unto tbeir images.* To which it suffices to answer here, 
that this author hath forgot that woe in the Revelation pro- 
nounced against all that atiall add to the words of God's hook. 
Rev, xxii. 18, there being not one word of this in the original, 
nnr in any authentic versioti ; and for tbe argument, we shall 
meet with it afterwards. 

The ingenuity of Tarasius is very visible in citing a place 
where Jeremiah was complaining of the Jews for worshipping y 
idols, calling it, " forsaking God, the fountain of living waterv I 
and hewing out unto themselves broken cisterns, which can J 
hold no water," Jer. xi. [ii.] 13. And this he makes a pn>- ^ 
phecy of those Christians, who would not adore any images."!" I 
But Theodoret doubtless is a better interpreter, who tells na,, | 
images may well be compared to cbtems, being made with 
hands ; and to broken cisterns, because as they have no good 
in themselves, so they can neither hold nor convey it to others. 
And would any leave a fountain that always had, and even 
sent out water in abundance, for these broken cisterns ?^ And 
so also doth Optatus Mileritanus e\poimd the place rj where- 
fore this will prove a prophecy of these image-worshippers, 
who leave the spiritual worship of God, and worship the work 
of their own hands, and the patriarch is caught in His own net;— 
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That Christian,* who is brought in disputing vrith a ievi 
that vas very much scandalized at their images, seems t«) be 
bard put to it : for when the Jew urges him with the secood 
Commaiidjnent, expressly t'urbidding to make any image or 
likeness of bst thing to worship it : the Christian is farced to 
alter the words of the law, and say, "It only forbids us to 
worship nuy new god, aud the likeness of any thing aa G>od :"t 
which addition of hia own to God's law shews, that they nill 
alter Scripture rather than chauge their opinion. Yea, after- 
wards the Council wonders anyhody will apply words to the 
Christians, which were spoken so long ago to the Jews J 
which is no less than abrogating the moral law. 

In the next action, these Fathers produce two places of 
Scripture to prove, that looking upon images is as andent in 
the Church, and as useful as hearing the Grospcl. The first 
ia, "Let me see thy countenance, let me hear thy voice, for 
sweet is thy yoice, and thy countenance comely," Cantic. ii. 
14. Whicn is so ridiculous, that it needs no confutation ; 
only we may note, these are the words of Christ ta the Church, 
whom be calls his dove ; see ver. 10. And therefore are hy no 
means to he appUed aa a speech of the Church's to Christ; 
•nd it is a hold thing to sujipose we see Christ's face as plainly 
in an image, aa we near his words when the Gospel la read. 
Their second proof is, " Like aa we have heard, so have we 
Been," Pa. xlviii. ?.§ Aud truly this may he a proof of Bir- 
thing that can be heard aud seen ; it tnay prove a fly as usenil 
as a learned oration : hut the meaning of the place b quite an- 
other thing : for God's people say, " Aa they hod heard of 
his promises to defend his Church, so they had seen him 
defend it," as appears hy the next worda, " in the city of our 
God : God upholdeth the same for ever." But doubtless we 
may both hear and see what admirable sense a Pope and 
Council can find in holy Scripture, hy their rare exposition of 
this place. 

If the holy text will not justily the doctrines, they have a 
curious art of enlarging it : for they tell us, "The saints de- 
parted know that, according to the Apostle, they are dissolved, 
and are with Christ, aud intercede for us ;" and they cite for 
this, Phil. 1. 23. II by which au unwary reader might think 
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that St. Paul there maintained the lurocatiou of saints, the 
grand pillar of image-worship. But if we consider the place, 
the Apostle confutes the very intercession of the saints there. 
For St. Paul (who doubtless was a. saint) could have wished 
fcj be in heaven, but only that he saw he could do his Philip- 
pians more good by staying upon earth ; and because he pre- 
ferred their profit before his own pleasure, he was content to 
live with them still : which shews that the Apostle knew 
nothing of his being tu he a mediator or intercessor for them 
in heaven ; fur if he had, he could not have afErmed it was 
better for them that he should continue in this mortal state. 

The nest instance shews their diligence in reading Scripture; 
for they cite an obvious place of St. Peter, 2 Epist. iii. 16, in 
this manner, "The unlearned and unstable wteat the Scrip- 
tures according to their own lusts." Whereas St. Peter's 

words are, " wrest, as they do also other Scriptmres, to 

their own destruction."* Yet, as they have cited the place, 
it plainly belongs to them, rather than their adversaries ; 
for they have given very many instances of their wresting 
Scripture to make it serve their lust of promoting image- 
worship. 

It seems to argue they hod no great share of modesty in that 
they account themselves that Church of Christ of which St. 
Paul speaks, Ephes. v. 27, "which was the spouse of Christ, 
without spot or wrinkle,"t But besides their many evident 
spots or wrinkles, sufficient to confute this vain application, 
St. Augustine informs ua, "that the Church without spot or 
wrinkle, is not to be understood as if it were so now, but that 
it is now preparing, that it may be so against it is to appear in 
glory ;"t and (I doubt not) he will he thought a better inter- 
preter of this place than they. 

But there is nothing backed with more proofs from Scripture 
than a pecuhar notion of theirs, which is as weak as their testi- 
monies for it are impertinent, viz, that after Christ had once 
redeemed Christians from idolatry, it was impossible that they 
should ever relapse into that crime ; which they would collect 
from God's promising the Jews "to hlot out the names of 
idols from under heaven," Zech. xiii. ; which promise was 
actually performed to that people after their caprivily ; and 
from God's kingdom being an "everlasting kingdom. Psalm 
cslv ; and his " gifts and calling being without repent- 
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ance,*'* Rom. li. The same inference they make elsewhere:, from 
St. Luke i. 7 Ji where Christ is said " to delirer ua from ma 
enemies, that wc might serve bini in holiness and righteooa- 
nesa all the ilavs of our life ;" and from God's " smiting hi^ 
enemies in theliinder parts, and putting them to a perpetasl 
shame," Fsalm licxviii. (iC.t To all wliieu 1 answer, it this did 
secure the whole Church from a possibility of rclapBing hito 
idolatry, it doth not secure one corrupt part of it- And thuugh 
Christ hath doue his part completely, yet tbia will not ptoK 
that all men shall always do their psris. For at tbis rate of 
aivuing, no single person or number of men could posab^ 
fall into any sins or false opinions. And thns we may proye 
none, who are redeemed by Christ, can become heretics, 
apostates, dnmkards, or whoremongers ; nor can I see how 
they are more secured from idolatry than from any other emt 
or crime. 

To conclude : it is very ^ iaible all along, that they have no 
mind their doctriue should he tried by Scripture, as belieriog 
it was uot on their side : for they obliged Basiliiis, when he 
made his recantation, to anatbematize those who say, "they 
will not receive any doctrine upon the hare authority of Fathers 
and Councils, unless it he plainly taught in the Old and New 
Testament."! Which wise and orthodox resolution we are 
taught hy many holy Fathers, who charge us to believe nothing 
in matters of faith but what may be proved out of holy Scrip- 
ture. Yet these gentlemen call this, taking up the words of 
Eutyches and Dioscorus. However, this is a tacit confession 
Scripture is against them ; and therefore they are tbe first 
Council '' which expressly accursed all that reject ecclesiaadcal 
tradition, written or unwritten, "§ And when they are pinched 
with objections from the holy test, they fly out into a long 
harangue against Scripture, crying out, " That all the patrons 
of heresy take occasion for their errors from tbe divinely in- 
spired Scriptures." [I But we may well eicept tbe patrons of 
image-worship ; for they have used all the shifts imaginable, 
and yet cannot find any one place of Scripture to gr^ thar 
error upon, and therefore tbey fly to universal traditions; 
which how rarely they make out, shall be examined in the next 
chapter. 
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Of their Proofs frotn Antiquity and Tradition. 

The Scriptures cited in tliia Council were only to flour 
■with ; for the main ground they go upon ia tradition. And I 
though they often affirm thia practice of image-worahip came i 
down to them from the preaching of the Apostles, yet they I 
grant it ia not in any of their writings : for they say the makii^ 
of images wna delivered to them from the Apostles by an un- 
written tradition,* And elsewhere they brag thisdoc^ine and I 
practice had continued almost eight hundred years ;■{■ that is, I 
from the time of Christ and his Apostles. But there ia n" 
proof of this offered in all the Council, except this, " That w 
may know it by the old pictures to be seen in chuTchcB,"J 
Now can any man in his wits believe there were any churches 
then standing, or any pictures made in them, which remainecl 
in the year 787, that had been built or painted in the Apostles' 
days ; especially if it be remembered that Christianity was per- 
secuted for three hundred years together. So that if we will take 
their word for it (who have given such specimens of their in- 
tegrity, chap. iii.)j we may believe it if we please; and knowing 
they cannot prove it, they would have us take it on trust, telling 
us it is really an ancient ecelesiasticai tradition ; but withal 
charging ua, " not to search too narrowly ; nor inquire too 
busily into this pious custom and ancient law ;"§ and a very 
little search will shew the weakness of thia pretence. 

For in the nest place it is affirmed, " That all the six pre- 
ceding Councils had estabhahed the adoration of images,"|| 
Yet Bjfterwards Pope Gregory confesses, "there is no more in 
those Councils about this matter, than about eating bread and 
drinking water."^ And it is certain there waa not one word 
about images in five of those General Councils, because these 
zealots for them do not cite one word out of them for any use 
of images, no not when they were urged to do it. And for 
that canon of the sixth Council (meutioned before) it was not 
made a full hundred years before this Niceue Council ; and it 
01 Jy gives licence to picture our Saviour for the time to come in 
a human form, who before was wont to be represented by alamb. 
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and this only for memory snkr, but not a syllal>le of anv adora- 
tion ;• which really ilispnivt-s their pretence of all'the sb 
Urneral Councils, anil shpwa that the very picturing of Clirist 
in human fomi was a lale thing ; and that the Coring tliii 
picture or image was never Uccrwd in any one of the six Conn' 
cils. And thia is plainly owned by the Patriarch Germaou:), 
nrUo in his original I'pistle saith, " The General Couidls 
tverywherc received, littJ made canons about many thiop of 
less moment than images ; and it is not (saith be) probabli' 
they would have left ihis point undiscussed and iindetermiiied, 
if the adoring images hail led to that idolatry which is con- 
demned iu Scripture."t Now it is enough to answer ihis 
weak insinuation to say, " What was uot practised, roold 
not be condemned." But my nuun business is to observe, 
that ft patron of image-worship grants these Councils sud 
nothing of adoring images ; which shews the failing of 
their pretended tradition : and it is very plain that this pai- 
sage was against the sense of the Roman Church, and 
therefore both the Latin versions labour to corrupt it. Auas- 
tasius translates it moat falsely thus: "The General Coun- 
cils every where received, which have laid down rules in 
several chapters concerning images," J &c. Aud the old Latin 
1 with less sincerity still saith, "That though iu these 



General Councils many ( 



: made for images, yet 
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appeared for abrogating them."§ Both which tninsUr 
tions contradict the Greek of Germnnus's epistle, and the 
truth also ; and the attempt of the translators to corrupt this 
place, declares that the Bioman Church hath long ^nce had 
the art of making old authors speak their own sense ; but still 
it is plain that image-worship was not estabUshed by all or any 
of these six General Councils. 

Again, we may be confident that they have no good proo& 
from genuine antiquity, because they fly to fobulous narrations 
and spurious tracts for evidence of this pretended tradition. 

So Pope Gregory cites the Epistle of Abgarus to our 
Saviour,!] which was condemned as fabulous and apocryphal 
by his predecessor Pope Gelasius, in a Council at Rome,l[ 
and b rejected at this day by most of the learned writers of 
that Church. The Council also cites a canon of a Council he-H 
by the Apostles at Antioch ; in which, "lest the faithful 
should err any more about idols, they appoint them to make 

• Act. 4. p. 234. A. + Act. 4. p. 306. D. 

t Ibid. \d versiono Latin. § Veraio aatiq, p. r^B. C. 

II Ep. (jreg. p. 14. B. 1 Cone, I.Rom, sub Gelasiu, (vol. 4.p. 1265.] 
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the statue of our Lord Jeaua Christ, both God and 
Wlucli Council and canon are of their own devising, and 
attested by no credible author. Pope Adrian cites a, notorious 
fable of the images of the Apostles shewed to Constantine the 
Great by Pope Sylvester, who had fled to Mount Soracte for 
fear of Constantine' s persecution, and was now pretended to be 
called back from thenccf Yet it is most certun there \ras no 
persecution at all in the time of Sylvester ; for Constantine was 
become a professed Christian in the time of Milriades, his pre- 
deeeaaor ; whom the Emperor had constituted the judge of 
Cseeilianus' eause.J and (as Romish authors affirm) he had 
given that Lateran palace, and divers noble gifts to Rome, 
in the days of this Miltiades.^ Uow then can it be likely 
Constantine should ailierwards turn persecutor again in the days I 
of Sylvester ? or need a new miracle to convert him ? But the | 
story scTTcd the present turn, and so it was all one whether tt 1 
were true or false. Again, the Council produces a relation of J 
the bleeding of an image of our Saviour, and the conversion (^ J 
many Jews thereupon, which they father upon Athanasius th« 1 
Great. II But the whole passageis proved fabulous by a learned | 
author of ours,^ and Nannius, a doctor of Lonvain, who first ' 
digested Athanasius's works into tomes, put this among the 
spurious pieces. Yea, Sellartnine lumself affirms this sermon 
was not the work of the famous Athanasius, but of a much 
later author: "For," saith he, " Sigebert, iu his Chronicle, ^ 
relates this miracle as done hut in the year 766, that is on^ j 
twenty years before this Council of Nice,"** And the who& I 
story smells so strong of the legend, that we may neU behevf' J 
there never was any such thing. But it was a late inventioitl 
of the image-worshippers to countenance their doctrine, and hy fl 
the inventors published under a great name to gain credit to it, f 
There are many more passages cited as testimonies of antiquity, 
which are most incredible fables, worthy of derision rather than ' 
a serious confutation. Such are those legends quoted out of 
Sophronius of Jerusalem, who died about the year G36, about 
wHch time the sixth General Council complains, that "many 

• Am, 3. rib. -sol. 7.] p. 63. C. t Act. 2. p. 102. E. 

t Optat, Milev. 1. 1. [ut supra, p. 24.] etc. Euseh. Hiet. 1. 10. ( 
[p.391.Par. 1659.J 
§ Bioii not. in Vit. MiltiadaB, torn. 1. par. 2. p. 209. A. 

d Act, 4.p. aia.B. 

^ Rivetl Critic, Socr. 1. 3. c. 6. [p. 1105. col. 1. Roterod. 1652.] 
■■ BeUonn. deSaript.£cGle8,io Atban-p.az, 
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biu) filled up the lives of the marim with feigned stories !*'• 
of which kind we may well reckon that ridiculous tale coMcem- 
ing a certain hermit, who sware to the devil aot to reveal hi* 
advice, which was, not to worship any more an im^e which 
he kept in his cell.f But yet Afterwards he informs his con- 
fessor what counsel the devil had c^veu him, who graTely aod 
piously declares, that "the hermit had better go into every 
hawdy-house in the citv, than neglect (o worship the images of 
Christ and the blessed Virgin."! Which eiceUent divinity 
and rare history pleased the Fathers of this Council so well, 
that they cite it again iu the next act,§ and moke many notable 
remarks upon it, as a famous evidence of the agreement of the 
Fathers concerning image-worship ;I| whereas the most of 
these relations are but about one hundred or one hundred and 
6hy years older than this Council -, and so cannot niske Out s 
tradition, which they pretend had continued for near edght 
hundred years ; being rather the dreams of superstitioits 
monks, and apocryphal as well as ridiculous fables,^ than tht 
testimonies or any eminent or genuine Fathers. 

As for the places ihey cite out of approved authors, ^ther they 
are only about the use of pictures for ornament and higtory, 
or they are nothing at all to the purpose, and none of them 
are sufficient to prove a tradition down from the Apostles' 
times. For St. Chrysostom lived near four hundred vcars 
after Christ ; and he only saith (if the sermon he his), ''that 
Borne people, out of their atfection to their bishop Heletios, 
procured nis picture, and hung it up to keep him in thai 
memory."** Bnt he speaks of no adoration paid either to 
this picture, or to that of the angel destroying the Assyrians 
in their tents ; he calls it, indeed, a pious representation, and 
Baith, he was pleased with it.ff So Gregory Nyssen was much 
affected with a picture of Abrdiam's offering up his son laaac,^ 
And no doubt many Protestants are much pleased with good 
pictures of Scripture-history, and yet never intend to worshipor 
adore them : for they grant with St. Cyril, that " it is lawfiil 
to describe any historical passage in Scnpture in apictnre."§5 
But what is all this to their purpose ? They tell as that Gra- 

" CoQC. G. ConBtant. Can. G3. [vol. 6. p. 1172.] 

t V. Treatise of the Fallibility of the Roman Church, pref. p. 5, 6. 

t Act. 4. p. 250. D. E. $ Act. 5. p. 382. A. 

II Act. 4. p. 254. B. and Act. 5, p. 383. C. 

i Epist. AdrianiadCarol. M.p. 939. D. •• Act 4. p, 202.A. 

tt Ibid. p. 2U2. C. )} Ibid. p. 206. B. ^ Ibid. p. 206. B. 
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gory Nazituicen relates, how " & lewd woman was reformed by, J 
seriously viewing the picture of a reverend and virtuous dot I 
man." And no doubt the sight of his person would have haA I 
a more certain eifect ; yet none can' infer from thenee, that she. f 
had been obliged to worship his person ; nor doth the Father I 
say any thing of her adoring his picture.* The woman wha I 
was cured of an issue of blood, made a statue of Christ, afte«' f 
the lUimaos' custom, who used this way to express their grsr; I 
titude to their heuefactors ;f but there is no mention that she. J 
or others adored this statue ; and if the Christians had done a 
ill that age, they could not have accused the heathens for wom I 
shipping their images. Asterius Amasenus lived after the( I 
year 400, and he only rheturically describes the picture of Sti 
Euphemia's passion, which he saw in one of the porticos of 
the Church, and saith that the painter was piously employed 
when he drew this piece,! 1° doubt more piously than if he 
had been painting a profane story : but still we do not find 
that the Father prayed to this figure ; and this is the first 
instance tbey can bring of a picture hung up in or near a 
church. So that probably about this time they came to be 
used to adorn churches. For it is most improbable, which a 
certain legend afterwards afOrms, that there were pictures of 
saints in Christian churches in the times while persecution 
raged ;$ and we are assured of the contrary by jar better 
authority.il It was therefore in the fifth centmr that this . 
adorning of churches came in, as may be collected from that J 
■{uestion put to Nilus (who hved about 445), concerning paint<r I 
ing churches or oratories : and he advises thJem to have (not* 
rood-loft full of saints, but) only the bare sign of the cross i)t 
the east end, aud saith, the other walls should rather ba4 
adorned with lustories of the Old and New Testament, thsal 
with horses, dogs, aud hares, and such-hke vain pictures ;^ 1 
but in Irira we hear nothing of adoring either the cross or other ' 
pictures. 

The next order of testimonies are out of authors living six-l 
hundred years after Christ, in an age when ignorance and su^ P 
perstition grew apace, and therefore they arc no good evidence 1 
for a tradition, pretended to be derived from the Apostles. I 
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